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LONDON, AUGUST 25, 1866. 
——>———- 

WE BELIEVE THAT the announcement made in one 
of the weekly papers last week, that arrangements 
are in progress for commencing proceedings against the 
“ Ritualists,”’ with respect to the use of vestments at the 
celebration of the Holy Communion, is premature; at 
any rate, we understand that no notice of any such pro- 
ceedings having been commenced has been received in 
the quarter referred to as the most likely to be the first 
attacked. The opinion of the eminent counsel consulted 
on the side of the supporters of “ Ritual” is understood 
to be adverse, so far as the use of vestments is concerned, 
to that already published, as having been given by the 
present and late Attorney-Generals. Few thoughtful 
persons wish to see the sphere of the Church of England 
narrowed, by means of legal prosecutions, in one direction 
any more than in another, and probably the rumour on 
the subject which has been circulated will turn out to 
be without any substantial foundation. 





THE CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTIONS involved in the 
correspondence which we noticed and discussed at 
length last week between Mr. De Gruyther, of the 
Reform league, and Sir Thomas Biddulph, as Secretary 
to the Queen, have been made the subject of frequent 
comment in the press during the past week. The further 
correspondence we print to-day, in which Mr. De Gruyther 
makes the bold and startling announcement that unless 
her Majesty will consent, in person, to receive him and 
his deputation, and to dismiss her present ministers, she 
will be guilty of “ constructive abdication” of the throne. 
Our contemporary, the Pall Mall Gazette, hereupon 
ventures upon the position that this is “ very like con- 
structive levying of war, or imagining the Queen’s death.” 
In other words, that the writing of this letter is treason- 
able, This shews a confusion of ideas between treason 
and sedition. It is not likely that, now-a-days, it will be 
laid down that any words or writings—even though the 
latter be what is technically called “ published ”—uncon- 
nected with any positive design, amount to treason. Lord 
Hale’s opinion that words which, being spoken, will not 
amount to an overt act of treason so as to make good an 
indictment for compassing the king’s death, yet, if re- 
duced into writing and published, would make such an 
overt act “if the matters contained in them import such 
& compassing,” was founded upon Williams’ case, in the 
time of James I. But, as Mr. Hallam justly observes, no 
constitutional lawyer, prosecuting for high treason in 
this age, would rely on the authority of this case any 
more than on that of the Duke of Norfolk, under 
Elizabeth, or of Benstead, under Charles I. Sedition, 
however, may exist where treason is absent, and Mr. De 
Gruyther’s letter can scarcely escape the charge of con- 
taining seditious words. 

In 1793 Mr. William Winterbotham, a Baptist 
minister at Plymouth, was convicted for publishing, 
amongst other seditious words, that.“ his Majesty was 
placed upon the throne upon condition of keeping certain 
laws and rules, and if he does not observe them he has 
no more right to the throne than the Stuarts had,” and this, 





notwithstanding that one of the witnesses called for the 
prosecution to prove the uttering of the words in question 
admitted in cross examination that he understood a 
“Stuart” to mean “some officer under the Crown—a 
sort of gentleman’s steward.” There is, however, very 
littlé chance of the writer of the letter to which we have 
been referred being singled out as the subject of a Crown 
prosecution either for treason or sedition. His composi- 
tion serves only to create a smile and to damage the 
cause in support of which it is written. 

The Emperor of the French indeed prosecuted M. 
le Comte de Montalambert for much less. One of 
the items of charge brought against the Count was 
that he expressed his admiration of the publicity 
which prevailed in the United Kingdom, “notwith- - 
standing it might sometimes be rash, imprudent, coarse, 
and often apparently compromising the dignity of the 
country.” In support of one of the condemned pas- 
sages in his pamphlet (L’Avenir des Indes) Montal- 
ambert referred to the manner in which, in 1858, Father 
Kenyon, an Irish Roman Catholic priest, at a public meet- 
ing, proposed to have recourse to the Emperor of the 
French in order to obtain from the English Government 
the reform of the land tenure laws, and denounced Judge 
Keogh’s sentence to death of the murderer of an Irish 
landlord. Father Kenyon said “If the justice of the 
country were anything but a farce, Judge Keogh would 
before now have been hung on.a gibbet fifty feet high,” 
upon which M. de Montalambert adds, “The hearers 
loudly applauded this language, which was published in 
all the journals, and which no one thought of repressing. 
It must be added that it alarmed no one, and it is that 
fact which, at the same time, shows the strength of the 
English Government and the liberty enjoyed by Ireland.” 
We are not likely to make'a martyr of Mr. De Gruyther 
any more than we did of Father Kenyon. 


WE HAVE FREQUENTLY been compelled to notice with 
disapprobation the practice of permitting persons un- 
connected with the profession to represent parties to 
judicial investigations. An instance will be found in 
another part of our columns this day, where, at an inquest 
held at Horsham on the body of a stoker killed in the 
recent collision at Itchingfield on the Brighton line, the 
coroner allowed the Brighton company to be represented 
by Mr. Carpenter, a superintendent of police. We have 
no desire to say anything to Mr. Carpenter’s disadvantage, 
but we think that the objections raised to the appearance 
of such a representative on behalf of the company were 
well founded. It is quite true, as the Coroner put it, that 
such inquiries are to protect the public, although not, as he 
said, merely for that purpose; but there can be no question 
that the public (and in this particular instance, the rail- 
way company), are not so well protected by the interference 
of non-professional agents as they would be by the pre- 
sence of a regular qualified practitioner, who is familiar 
with the principles in accordance with which judicial 
investigations ought to be carried on. 


WE CANNOT AGREE with those who say that the past 
session of Parliament has been wasted. Preparation 
for future legislation is, in a country like ours, quite as 
necessary as legislation itself. It is one of the many 
just boasts of our constitutional system that we do not 
legislate in ahurry. Although, doubtless, many of our 
most needed reforms would have come with a better 
grace and have saved us from much heart burning if 
they had been sooner adopted, yet it cannot be denied 
that the protracted discussions which usually precede 
the action of Parliament are of great advantage to the 
country. Last year a select committee of the House of 
Commons commenced their labours on the subject of the 
law of master and servant. The session, however, con- 
cluded before any report could be arrived at, In fact 
there was only time to take the examination of two or 
three witnesses, The “ Criminal Responsibility of Work- 
men” has been and is the great crue to the working 
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class. The law which punishes a breach of contract on 
the part of the servant as a crime, while it treats a 
similar breach on the part of the master as only giving 
rise to an action for damages, is more than asentimental 
grievance. It is a real hindrance to that sympathy 
which all classes of politicians profess to be desirous of 
encouraging between the poor and the rich. That 
nothing has hitherto been done to remove this just 
cause of complaint is owing, we believe, chiefly to 
the fact that the larger portion of society—that is, of 
the governing class—have been in profound ignorance 
of what is the law in this respect. In March last a 
select committee of the House of Commons was appointed 
to inquire into the state of the law as regards contracts 
_ of service between master and servant, and as to the 
expediency of amending the same. The committee held 
thirteen meetings, and their report has just been printed, 
The report is very short, and may, therefore, be here set 
out verbatim. It consists of eight resolutions as fol- 
lows:— 


1. That the law, relating to master and servant, as it now 
exists, is objectionable. 

2. That all cases arising under the law of master and 
seryant should be publicly tried in England and Ireland 
before two or more magistrates, or a stipendary magistrate, 
and in Scotland before two or more magistrates or the 
sheriff. 

3. That procedure should be by summons in England and 
Ireland, and by warrant to cite in Scotland, and failing 
the appearance of defendant in answer to summons or cita- 
tion, the Court should have power to grant warrant to 
apprehend. 

4. That punishment should be by fine, and, failing pay- 
ment, by distress or imprisonment. 

5. That the Court should have power, where such a course 
is deemed advisable, to order the defendant to fulfil contract, 
and also if necessary to compel him to find security that he 
will duly do so, 

6. That in aggrayated cases of breach of contract, causin 
injury to person or property, the magistrates, or sheriff, 
should have the tag of awarding punishment by imprison- 
ment instead of fine. 

7. That the arrest of wages in Scotland in payment of 
fines should be abolished. 

8. Thatas tion having been made to the committee, 
viz., that. in ait cases of breach of contract between master 
and servant it should. be competent to examine the parties 
to the action asin civil cases, although the offence be punish- 
able on summary conviction, the committee are not prepared 
themselyes to recommend the adoption of such a principle, 
involving as it does a departure from the law of evidence in 
such cases, as now settled. 

It will be seen from these resolutions that the main 
question has been carried in favour of the contention of 
the working classes. Breach of contract, unattended by 
very special circumstances, is to be punished by fine 
instead of imprisonment. If these resolutions should be 
passed into law the defaulting servant will no longer be 
branded as a criminal because he may violate his con- 
tract. In default of payment of the fine the remedy by 
distress or imprisonment is suggested; and it is recom- 
mended that the Court (in England two or more magis- 
trates or a stipendiary magistrate, and in Scotland two 
or more magistrates or the sheriff) should be empowered, 
where such a course is deemed advisable, to order the 
defendant to fulfil his contract, and also, if necessary, to 
compel him to find security that he will duly do so, The 
practical difficulty of carrying into effect the latter 
recommendation will probably prevent its being adopted 
by the Legislature. In aggravated cases of breach of 
contract, such, we imagine, as the sudden and con- 
spiratous desertion of workmen at a crisis in the master’s 
work, it is proposed that the Court should have the power 
to award punishment for breach of contract by imprison- 
ment instead of fine. We cannot help congratulating 
the committee upon the result of their labours #o far. 
Perhaps the report would have been more complete and 
satisfactory if similar provision had been made for the 
punishment of breach of contract on the part of the 
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master, We regret that the committee have failed to 
complete the destruction of the principle of the crimingj 
responsibility of workmen by hesitating to recommend 
that the incapacity of the parties to give evidence in 
such cases should be removed. It is, we think, essentia] 
to the satisfactory development of the rest of- the report 
that liberty should be given to examine the parties to the 
suggested proceedings for breach of contract in the same 
manner as in civil cases. ‘ 

Sm JAMES WILDE took occasion, in the recent case of 
Boardman vy. Boardman, 14 W. R. 1024, in the Divorgg 
Court, to remark on the circumstance that where the issue 
between. the parties to a suit is simply the adultery of the 
respondent, neither the petitioner, nor the respondent, nor 
the co-respondent, are competent to give evidence. The 
learned judge expressed a tolerably strong opinion as to the 
impolicy of their exclusion; and as he pointedly drew 
the attention of Mr. Coleridge to the subject, we may 
perhaps expect that gentleman to bring it under the 
notice of parliament next session. There can be little 
doubt that the few exceptions to the rule, making parties 
to legal proceedings competent witnesses, will soon dis. 
appear. In no case is the law, as it at present stands, 
More anomalous and inconvenient than in the Divorce 
Court. It is really absurd to say that a man or 
woman may be examined and cross-examined upon the 
question of adultery, if put into the witness box on 
another issue, for example, that of cruelty, and yet that 
the evidence of both should be excluded if there is no 
issue besides that of the adultery itself. Either the par- 
ties should be admitted in all cases or in none. Of course 
their interest to swear falsely is great, but so, in more or 
less measure, is the interest of parties to every sort of 
judicial proceeding. It is too late to use that argument 
now that the Legislature has, generally speaking, abolished 
“incompetency from interest.” 


ONE OF THE MOST FREQUENT QUESTIONS asked by a 
jury before delivering a verdict in an action of tort, is— 
What amount of damages will carry costs? The rule has 
hitherto generally been to refuse the information de 
manded. Thus, at Wells the other day, Mr. Justice 
Blackburn refused to answer the question on the ground 
that the jury’s sole duty is to say what damage the plain- 
tiff has suffered, and then the Court says whether he 
deserves costs or not, But we observe that the Lord 
Chief Justice Erle, one of the most eminent of our judges, 
acted at the recent Norwich Assizes on a contrary prin- 
ciple. At the close of the case of Athol v. Seman, an 
action of libel brought by the deputy-chief constable of 
the Norfolk constabulary force against the editor of the 
Norwich Argus, the jury “asked his Lordship what 
amount of damages would carry costs,’ and were in- 
formed that forty shillings would doso. Eventually they 
found a verdict for the plaintiff—damages one farthing. 

Now we cannot doubt that the distinct knowledge of 
the sum which carried costs must have influenced the 
decision of the jury, and, with the greatest respect, we do 
not think that such knowledge should have been per- 
mitted to form an element in their decision, The old 
view of the matter, which is still adopted by most of our 
judges, seems to us preferable to the new. The statutes 
regulating costs are numerous, and depend in many cases 
on a variety of circumstances which have nothing what- 
ever to do with the merit of the particular oase. Take 
for example an action of tort capable of being tried 
in acounty court. There, to entitle himself to costs if he 
sue in a superior court, the plaintiff must recover more 
than £5. Now suppose a jury really believed him to 
have suffered in an action againag a carrier, for instance, 
for delaying a parcel, only two pounds of pecuniary 
damage, but, at the same time, to have sustained a good 
deal of worry and,mental anxiety, they would probably 
desire to give him his costs, But are they, from com- 
passion or any similar motive, to mulot a defendant of 
£5 just because the parties might have settled their dis 









» 1866, 

failed tp 
; Criminal 
commend 
idence in 
essential] 
he report 
ies to the 










































































































Aug. 25,1866. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





1027 








pute in the county court? Clearly their duty, and their 
sole duty, is to assess the damage actually sustained and 
leave the rest to the law. Weare far from saying that 
jn Athol v. Seman there may not have been some reasons 
not apparent from the report to justify the course taken 
by the Chief Justice. But, as a rule, it appears decidedly 
the best way to leave juries in the dark as to the exact 
consequences, pecuniary or otherwise, of their verdict. 
Jn civil and in criminal cases the less a jury knows of 
the costs or punishment which will follow their verdict 
the more likely will they be to decide “ according to the 
evidence.” It is the business of the Legislature to pro- 
vide that justice shall be done between plaintiff and de- 
fendant in the former case, and between the Crown and 
the prisoner in the latter. To take a familiar illustra- 
tion—if it were not a matter of common notoriety that 
murder was punished by death, there would be fewer 
unsatisfactory acquittals of murderers. It is the fear of 
“consequences” which often leads a jury astray when 
trying a capital charge. 
THE BANDA AND KIRWEE BOOTY CASE. 

Before coming to the consideration of the legal ques- 
tions involved in this case, it will be necessary to remind 
our readers of the facts relating to the capture of the 
booty, and the various circumstances which have delayed 
its distribution for so long a time. 

At the close of the year 1857, the late Lord Clyde 
(then Sir Colin Campbell), in conjunction with the 
Governor-General, the late Lord Canning, organised a 
plan of operations in Central India (which was then 
teeming with rebels and disaffected natives), for the pur- 
pose of restoring British authority in those parts. The 
plan was shortly as follows :— 

One column was to march from Madras under the 
command of Major-General Whitlock towards Nagpore, 
and was to be directed ultimately to Jubbulpore. As re- 
gards this cclumn, the plan of its operations was after- 
wards extended to embrace Saugor and Banda for the 
pi of giving support to the loyal chiefs of Bundel- 
cund. 

The second column, which was a Bombay column, was 
to march from Mhow under the command of Major- 
General Sir Hugh Rose, and was to operate on the line of 
the Nerbudda and towards Gwalior. 


The third column, which was also a Bombay column, - 


was under the command of the late Major-General Sir 
Henry Roberts, and was to march through Rajpootana 
towards Kotah. 

To perfect the plan moveable columns were placed 
under the respective commands of General Carthew and 
General Maxwell in the Doab (which is a tongue of land 
lying between the Jumna and the Ganges), for the pur- 
pose of driving back the rebels as they were pressed 
northwards by the advance of the three columns. 

Such is a slight sketch of the plan which was carried 
out by the different forces with perfect success, 

In the course of General Whitlock’s march booty to 
the amount of £20,000 was captured at Banda by his 


. troops, after a successful action had been fought there 


with the rebels under the command of the Nawab, on the 
19th of April, 1858, 

Again, booty to the amount of £700,000 was captured 
by General Whitlock’s troops, without any resistance, at 
Kirwee, on the 6th of June in the same year. 

Sir Hugh Rose’s march was a succession of brilliant 
engagements and successful marches, in which the forts 
of Raatghur and Barodia were taken in quick succession ; 
Saugor was relieved, the cities of Jhansi, Calpee, and 
Gwalior were captured by troops exhausted with their 
rapid advance and the heat of an Indian summer, 

Sir Henry Roberts’ march was especially distinguished 
by the capture of the stronghold of Kotah. 

The moyeable columns in the Doab did their work 
effectively, and in the capture of Calpee General Maxwell 
assisted Sir Hugh Rose by a part of his force, 


‘ 


From this slight sketch of the campaign it will be 
seen that the booty was captured so long back as in the 
months of April and June, 1858, and now, after an in- 
terval of eight years, it is about to be distributed. The 
reason of this delay was partly owing to the slow manner 
in which the booty was realised, and partly to the 
various claims which were put forward. Besides those of 
the three columns and the columns in the Doab, other 
claims on the ground of co-operation were put in, of 
which no further notice is necessary. The only remain- 
ing claim worthy of particular mention is that of Lord 
Clyde, as commander-in-chief in the field. After the 
organisation of this plan he had placed himself at the 
head of the army of Oude, with the object of restoring 
British rule in that part of India, while at the same time 
he exercised a strict supervision over the campaign in 
central India. 

The Crown, to whom all booty of war by right belongs, 
having specified its pleasure to grant the present booty 
to the troops, requested the Lords of the Treasury to 
prepare a warrant for its distribution. The plan of the 
warrant suggested by the Lords of the Treasury did not 
meet with the views of General Whitlock and the actual 
captors; consequently, after a long and fierce corre- 
spondence between the Lords of the Treasury and the 
prize agents of General Whitlock’s force, and after 
several debates in the House of Commons, in which Sir 
Stafford Northcote took the part of General Whitlock and 
the actual captors, and the late Lord Palmerston that of 
Sir Hugh Rose and the constructive captors, the claims 
of the various parties were referred to the judge of the 
Admiralty Court by an Order in Council issued for that 
purpose, 

The jurisdiction of the Court of Admiralty in cases of 
booty of war is derived from the 22nd section of the 
3 & 4 Vict. c. 65, which provides that “the High Court 
of Admiralty shall have jurisdiction to decide all matters 
and questions concerning booty of war or the distribution 
thereof, which it shall please her Majesty, her heirs and 
successors, by the advice of her and their Privy Council, 
to refer to the judgment of the said Court; and in all 
matters so referred the Court shall proceed as in cases of 
prize of war, and the judgment of the Court shall be 
binding upon all parties concerned.’ This jurisdic- 
tion is supposed to have originated from the great 
want that had been for a long time felt by the army of 
a properly constituted tribunal to decide questions con- 
nected with booty. 

This want had been especially felt in the Deccan 
prize case, which, at the time, was ‘the subject. of much 
discussion. In that case the booty had been taken in 
the year 1818, during the war with the Mahrattas, and 
the question in that case was very similar to the ques- 
tion in the present one. The case wasargued by counsel 
for the actual and constructive captors before Lord 
Liverpool and the Lords of the Treasury in 1823, and 
again in 1826, After an appeal to the Privy Council 
in 1833, which failed, the booty was finally distributed 
according to the minute of the Treasury drawn up after 
the discussion in 1826. Shortly after this Lord Cotten- 
ham introduced a bill in Parliament which was em- 
bodied in the Act to which we have referred. 

The present case came on to be heard on the 8th of 

January in the present year, and the arguments of the 
counsel for the various claimants lasted twenty seven 
days, 
On the 80th of June judgment was given, whereby 
the judge declared Lord Clyde and his staff, personal as 
well as general, entitled to share in the booty, and, sub- 
ject to this right, he awarded the whole of the booty to 
General Whitlock and his forces, including amongst the 
latter all troops which formed a portion of his division 
and were still under his command, 

The judgment combines so much learning and labori- 
ousness, and is in itself so exhaustive an essay on this 
branch of the law that it is well worthy of the perusal 





of our readers, 
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We shall in this paper briefly mention the different 
points which are expressly decided by this judgment, 
and then, so far as our space will permit, make some 
remarks on its probable effects. 

The first point which is expressly decided is, that prize 
decisions and cases of booty of war are authorities so far 
as they illustrate the general principles applicable to the 
distribution of property captured from the enemy. 

This being so, the judge proceeds to examine the naval 
cases for the purpose of finding out what are the prin- 
ciples which have guided the Courts in their decisions 
in these cases. The result of this examination is, that 
for a century and a-half, at’ least, the Crown, to whom 
all prize taken in war belongs, has been in the habit of 
granting the prize after condemnation to “ the takers,” 
who are divided into two classes—* actual ” and “joint.” 
The actual captor is the ship to which the prize strikes 
its flag, and includes the whole of the ship’s crew, 
although they may not all be on the ship at the time of 
capture. The joini-captor is the ship which has assisted, 
or is considered to have assisted the actual captor in 
taking the prize by intimidation to the enemy or en- 
couragement to the friend. 

The cases in which the principles of joint or construc- 
tive capture apply are now well defined. They are two- 
fold-association, and co-operation. 

Association applies when a prize is taken by one of a 
number of vessels which have been associated together. 
In such cases the prize enures to the benefit of all, because 
the joint captor was at the same time united with the 
actual captor, under the immediate command of the same 
naval officer. 

Co-operation applies where the vessel that puts in the 
claim of joint-capture was in sight of the prize and the 
actual captor, under circumstances to cause intimidation 
to the prize and encouragement to the captor. 

In naval cases therefore, actual capture appears to be 


the rule, and constructive capture the exception. 

The judge next proceeds to consider the cases of booty 
of war, for the purpose of ascertaining the general mode 
of distribution. The principal cases are:—The Deccan 
case, and the cases of Egypt, Burmah, Mooltan, Bhurtpore, 


and Scinde. From them he draws the conclusion that 
the rule of actual capture was adhered to as much as 
possible, although he cannot conceal from himself that 
the practice has been far from uniform. It may here be 
remarked, in passing, that the Burmah case, to which 
the judge evidently alludes as destroying the uniformity 
of the rule, was not cited (so we are informed) by any of 
the counsel in their arguments. This would appear very 
strange indeed to any one reading Dr. Lushington’s judg- 
ment, as in that case the principles upon which the booty 
was distributed were so wide that they would have in- 
cluded every one of the claimants in the present case. 
The reason of the utter silence of the counsel for the 
constructive captors concerning the Burmah case was 
owing to a statement made by the Reverend Alfred Kin- 
lock (the chaplain to General Whitlock’s force), in his 
evidence before the Army Prize Commission in 1864, in 
which he stated his authority was derived partly from 
histories of India, and partly from Mr. Prendergast’s 
book on the law of officers in the army. This statement, 
which had no foundation, was that, at the instance of 
Sir Archibald Campbell, the actual captor, the Treasury 
canse’A to be rescinded the grant that had been made in 
favour of General Morrison, the constructive captor. The 
reason that it was not cited by the counsel for the plain- 
tiffs may be conjectured, It was left for Dr. Lushington 
to diseover the true facta of the case, which he doubtless 
did from the original documents in the Treasury and 
other public offices, 

This slight circumstance at the same time shows the 
great labour bestowed by the judge on the case, and the 
wirdom of the proverb— Mclius cst petere fontes, quam 
ecctare rvoulos,” 

The decision, therefore, of the judge ia that, looking to 
the rule laid down in naval cases, and to what hea been 





in the main the custom in the army, and also to the re- 
commendation of the Royal Commission, appointed in 
1864 to inquire into the realization and distribution of 
army prize, the principle of actual capture must be ad- 
hered to as closely as the nature of military operations 
will permit. 

The question, however, still remains—Who is the actual 
captor, and where the lineis tobe drawn? The judge de- 
cides this by drawing the line in the case of an army 
composed of several divisions between division and divi- 
sion; he allows that the analogy between a division of 
an army and a ship of war is very imperfect; at the 
same time he thinks that there is some analogy between 
a divisional commander and the commander of a ship— 
both being selected for their ability to manage a force 
without the daily supervision of any superior. 

The effect of this rule will be that, on the one hand, 
all the detachments of the division which are in the field 
will share, whether present or absent from the scene of 
capture; on the other hand, no other division will share 
unless it can make good its claim as joint-captor on the 
ground either of association or co-operation. 

The judge next proceeds to consider what kind of 
association will entitle troops to share as joint or con- 
structive captors, and he lays down the following 
rules :— 

lst. The association must be military and not political. 

2ndly. In analogy to the rule in prize cases, the associa- 
tion must be under the immediate command of the same 
commander, 

Then as to co-operation. The limits fixed in naval 
cases by the rule of right are necessarily inapplicable to 
cases of booty. The limit which the judge has fixed is— 
that the co-operation which is necessary is a co-operation 
dircetly tending to the capture in question. In fixing 
this limit he has regard to the principles which underlie 
the naval prize decisions and the usage in the army. 
What tends to produce a capture it is impossible, of 
course, as the judge says, to define once for all; but 
speaking generally, strict limits must be observed of time, 
place, and relation. 

Such being the rule laid down by Dr. Lushington to 
guide him in arriving at a decision in the present case, 
he next proceeds to examine minutely the merits of the 
various claims on the ground of constructive capture. In 
this it will be unnecessary for us to follow him. It is 
sufficient for us to state that the result of his examina- 
tion was against the claims of the constructive captors. 

There still remains the case of Lord Clyde, as com- 
mander-in-chief. 

The judge proceeds, first, to consider the prize decisions, 
and then the practice in booty cases. 

To a certain extent the right of a commander-in-chief 
to share in booty taken by his army is analogous to the 
right of a flag officer to naval prize taken by a ship in 
his station; but as the naval decisions turn upon the 
words of the Royal proclamation made at the commence- 
ment of the war, the analogy is very imperfect. It may, 
however, be laid down as a general rule that an admiral 
on his station, provided he is de facto in command there, 
is entitled to share in every prize taken by a vessel under ' 
his command. 

From the analogy of these cases and tho practice in 
the army the judge holds that, to be entitled to share, the 
commander-in-chief must be in the field. By the term, 
“in the field” is meant, not that the commander-in- 
chief must be actually present with the division that 
captures the booty, but that it is enough if he is in the 
field with any part of the army. ‘There is, however, this 
exception—that if troops have been placed under the 
independent command of another, hen the commander- 
in-chief, even if in the field with his army, does not 
share in booty taken by those troops. 

After a very careful examination of Lord Clyde's claim, 
the judge held that the plaintiffs had failed to prove 
that General Whitlock held an independent command, or 
that the column he led was not a part of Lord Olyde’s 
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army, and, as the burden of proof lay upon them, Lord 
Clyde was entitled to share as commander-in-chief in 
the field. . 

With Lord Clyde, according to the usual practice, his 
general and personal staff would be entitled to share. 

The primary effect of this judgment will be to place the 
law of booty of war.on a certain and well-defined basis. 

Another effect will probably be to obviate, to a great 
extent, the necessity of referring these cases to the 
Admiralty Court. 

Both these results are matters of congratulation to the 
army, and we sincerely hope that henceforth there will 
be (in most cases at least) little delay in the grant of 
booty, so far as it depends on the principles applicable to 
its distribution. 

We cannot leave the consideration of this “cause 
célebre” without expressing, more fully than we have 
hitherto done, our admiration of the clearness of the 
judgment, and the industry of the judge who delivered 
it. We do not hesitate to say that the decision is the 
only one to which he could have come, having-(as he was 
bound to do) regard to the analogy of the naval cases, 
and the usage in cases of booty of war. If he had thrown 
aside, as he was asked to do, all preccdent and authority 
whatsoever, and decided the case on the broad grounds of 
equity and justice, he would have, as he himself said, 
thrown the law and practice into confusion, and sown 
the seeds for frequent litigation. 

Although the effect of this decision will be, as we 
have said, to place the law on a well-defined basis, there 
still remains much that requires reform. 

The report of the Commission on Army Prize in 1864, 
to which allusion has been made, states from statistics 
that the average period intervening between the capture 
and the distribution, in the case of the twenty-one im- 


portant captures made during the last fifty years in ! 


India and elsewhere, had been five years and a-half, and 
that the delay was partly. owing to the slow proceedings 
of prize agents, partly to the tedious nature of the 
official process in use, but especially to the absence of 
defined regulations by which the whole course of pro- 
ceeding should be governed, and of a defined authority 
acting on defined principles to determine disputed cases. 

The decision in the present case has shown the exis- 
tence of a defined authority acting on defined principles, 
but there still remains the absence of defined regulations 
for governing the proceedings. The commission suggests 
the following remedy: that either a standing proclama- 
tion from the Crown should be issued declaring in what 
cases, and upon what terms, the Crown intends here- 
after to grant booty as prize in military operations, or 
that a special proclamation should be issued in every 
case regulating the question of prize in regard to the 
specific occasion. The proclamation should contain direc- 
tions that prize rolls should be at once prepared upon 
uny capture, and that officers should be specifically 
appointed to act as prize agents, and that they should 
send in their accounts at short intervals. 

With this recommendation we entirely concur. The 
practice, as well as the law of booty of war, will then 
be assimilated to that of naval prize, and we earnestly 
hope that before long Parliament will act upon the re- 
port of this commission, and give its sanction to a 
measure which will, doubtless, prevent indiscriminate 
plunder, and will restore the confidence of the army in 
the gracious bounty of the Crown. 


COMMON LAW. 


The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board vy, Penhallow, 
14 W. R, 872. 

The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board have performed 
no small public servieo in obtaining tho decision of the 
ultimate Court of Appeal on the very important points 
involved in tho cases decided against them by the House 


venture to hope that the board are possessed of a sufli- 

ciently lawyer-like mind to consider the simplification 
and settlement of the law in two branches of very general 

application, as in some sort a compensation for the costs 

and annoyance incidental to unsuccessful litigation. At 

all events, whether they wished it or not, the board now 

figure in the character of public benefactors. 

The cases decided last year (to which we shall only 
briefly allude), viz., Jones v. The Mersey Docks and Har- 
bour Board, and The Mersey, §c., Board v. Cameron, 
13 W. R. 1069, established that the only occupier not 
liable to be rated to the poor under 43 Eliz. c. 2, s. 1, is 

the Crown, because it is not named in the statute, and 

that the exemption extends to the direct and immediate 

servants of the Crown, whose occupation is that of the 
Crown itself, but no further. The foundation of the 
judgment is that occupation to be rateable must be of 
property capable of yielding a clear rent over and above 

the necessary outgoings; and that it is not necessary that 
it should be beneficial to the actual occupier. The con- 

sequence of the decision is that valuable property occupied 
by bare trustees for charitable or public purposes is 
liable to be rated, unless the purposes are such as are 
created and required by the Government, and are, there- 
fore, to be deemed part of the use and service of the 
Crown, ‘Thus, trustees who are in. law occupiers of 
valuable property, in trust for pauper hospitals and 
asylums, are rateable; but post-offices, police-courts, &c., 
which are occupied by the servants of the Crown, for the 
purposes of the Crown, are exempt, No doubt in the 
case of some charitable institutions this decision may 
press rather hardly, but in our opinion this evil is far 
outweighed by the substantial and permanent advantage 
of putting the law on an intelligible basis, and sweep- 
ing away the maze of contradictory cases which extend 
from the time of Lord Mansfield’s judgment in 2. v. St. 
Luke’s Hospital, 2 Bur. 1053, down to the year 1859. 
It has been said that every line of the Statute of Frauds 
has cost a subsidy; it might, perhaps, with equal truth, 
be said that every letter of the words “ beneficial occupa- 
tion” has done so. After this decision there can be 
little more litigation on the subject, 

The cases decided last month, and to which we more 
particularly wish to call our reader’s attention, are The 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board vy, Penhallew and The 
Mersey Docks and, Harbour Board vy. Gibbs, 14 W. R. 872. 
A ship called the Sierra Nevada struck a mudbank as she 
was entering the Mersey Docks and: was injured. For 
these injuries Penhallow sued the board as shipowner, 
alleging, in his first count, that the bank of mud remained 
at the entrance of the dock through the negligence of 
the defendants; and, in his second count, that the defen- 
dants, knowing that the dock was, by reason of an ac 
cumulation of mud therein, unfit to be navigated, did not 
take reasonable care to put it into a fit state for that pur- 
pose. The Chief Baron (Pollock), at the trial, directed 
the jury that if they thought the cause of the misfortune 
was the bank of mudin the dock, and that the defendants, 
by their servants, had the means of knowing the state of 
the dock, and were negligently ignorant of it, they were 
liable. On a bill of exceptions, the Exchequer Chamber 
confirmed this ruling, and the verdict steod for the plain- 
tiff. In the second action Gibbs sued as owner of the 
cargo of the same ship. The declaration, which was 
framed in the same manner as that in the first action, 
was demurred to, and the Court. of Exchequer gave 
judgmenton the demurrer for the defendants; this deci- 
sion, however, was reversed by the Exchequer Chamber. 

From these decisions of the Exchequer Chamber the 
board appealed on the ground that they were a public 
body of trustees created by statute to maintain the 
doeks, and for that purpose empowerdd to levy tolls on 
all ships using them, but that these tolla were to be 
applied, first, in making and maintaining the docks, 
secondly, in paying the interest and principal of a 
debt, and, lastly, when such debt was paid off, in lower 
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penses of maintaining and managing the docks. The 
board therefore contended (1) that as unremunerated 
trustees for public purposes they were not in their cor- 
porate capacity liable to make compensation for damages 
sustained by individuals from the neglect of their 
servants and agents to perform the duties imposed on the 
corporation, and (2) that, at all events, ifthey had chosen 
proper officers the remedy would be against them alone. 
In support of the latter proposition Metcalfe v. Hether- 
ington, 11 Ex. 257, was relied on, where the Court of 
Exchequer held, in construing the Maryport Harbour 
Act, that the trustees of the harbour were not 
responsible for the acts of their officer, who was 
actually employed in the business of the harbour. That 
decision was, no doubt, upon clauses very similar to, 
though not identical with, those in the principal case; 
but, even if it is a direct authority, Blackburn, J., in 
delivering the elaborate opinion of the judges, dissented 
from it, and pointed out that it had long been the 
practice to insert clauses very nearly the same as those 
under consideration in every harbour and dock Act, and 
that the consequence of following Metcalfe v. Hethering- 
ton would be that, even where docks were the property of 
a wealthy trading company, the shipowner could only 
look to the personal liability of the harbour-master. On 
the other point made by the board, viz., that they were 
an unremunerated public body carrying out statutory 
duties for the public benefit, a large number of cases 
were cited, which space will not allow us to go into. 

On the other hand it was contended that Parnaby v. 
The Lancaster Canal Company, 11 A. & E. 223, shows 
that where a company make a canal for the profit to be 
derived from the tolls, they are at common law bound to 
take reasonable care, while they keep it open, that those 
who navigate it may do so without danger to their lives 
or property; and that, in the present case, it made no 
difference that the board collected the tolls as trustees 
for the public. The House adopted this view of the 
question, and held that, in accordance with Jones v. The 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board, the board were as 
much occupiers of the docks as if they received the tolls 
for their own benefit, and liable in the same way as if 
they were absolute owners and beneficial occupiers, and 
consequently that the principle of Parnaby v. The 
Lancaster Canal Company applied; that the board were 
liable both to the owner of the ship and to the owner 
of the cargo, and that the judgment of the Exchequer 
Chamber must be affirmed. 

Lord Wensleydale, however, intimated that if the 
matter had been res integra, i.c., but for the judgment 
in Jones vy. The Mersey, §c., Board, he should have felt 
great difficulty in supporting the decision of the Exchequer 
Chamber, and should rather have thought that the case 
fell within the principle that a public officer acting for 
the Government is not responsible for the neglect of 
servants, though appointed by him in the same business; 
but, as Lord Westbury pointed out, that principle only 
applies where an officer, fulfilling a public duty, is ap- 
pointed by the Crown, and is acting as the servant of the 
Crown; and it is not desirable that the principle should 
be extended. 

This decision of the House of Lords is, we think, founded 
on common sense, for, as observed by Mellor, J., such cor- 
porations as the Mersey board “are, in their very 
nature, substitutions on a larger scale for individual 
enterprise;” and, if there be no enactment to the con- 
trary, they should, as regards liabilities, be placed on the 
same footing, to the extent of their corporate funds, as 
individuals. The shipowner who pays his dock dues has 
a right to expect that the dock owner will take reason- 
able care that his ship is not endangered in using the 
docks, and it is surely unfair to tell him that his remedy 
for their negligence depends on how they dispose of the 
dues, of which he can know nothing; that in one case 
he may look at the funds of a great company, and in 
another, and, a« far a« he can see, a precisely similar 
case, he has either no remedy at all or else only a 





remedy on the pocket of John Smith, a harbour master 
and man of straw. . 

As a consequence of this decision we understand that 
the appeal to the House of Lords in Coe v. Wise, and some 
seventy other actions against the Middle Level Commis- 
sioners, are abandoned, and that the commissioners have 
bound themselves to apply to Parliament next session 
for power to raise the funds necessary to pay the com- 
pensations. 








REVIEWS. 


A Treatise on Crimes and Misdemeanours. By Sir Witt1AM 
OLDWELL RussELL, late Chief Justice of Bengal. Fourth 
Edition, by CHARLES SPRENGAL GREAVES, Q.C. London:* 
Stevens & Sons. 1865. 

[Second Notice.] 

This book is following the regular course of standard text- 
books, and appearing and re-appearing, at more or less dis- 
tant intervals, in more or less modified forms; it is also ful- 
filling the destiny of its kind in the largely increased bulk 
of each successive edition, the result of the accretion of the 
new law, or at any rate the new authorities called into being 
in the interval. No doubt the time will come for this book, 
as for others its predecessors in a similarly honourable 
career, when ‘‘ the volume of their bulk having grown to an 
exceeding bigness,” some daring editor will be found to re- 
duce the bulk of the—say 17th—edition in such wise that 
the well-known question regarding the identity of Sir John 
Cotton’s stockings may not unaptly be applied to the case. 
Lord St. Leonards is, we believe, the only text-book writer 
so exceptionally successful as to be called upon to perform 
this duty for himself, but what he did for his Vendors, what 
Stephen did for Blackstone, what Mr. J. W. Smith did, in 
minor degree, for Mitford’s Pleading, some future editor, 
Mr. Greaves or another, will, we presume, at no very distant 
day, have to do for ‘‘ Russell on Crimes.” In the meantime 
Mr. Greaves has been doing good work towards that end, 
just as the best collaborateur of the daring reformer ; the 
accurate an and the painstaking statistician ; and as 
we cannot doubt that the carefully collected and skilfully 
digested array of cases presented to us in this work of Mr. 
Greaves had a done good service when he was en- 
gaged upon the Consolidation Act-—the sole ripe fruit of the 
great Statute Law Commission—so we are sure that the 3,000 
and odd pages of which these three volumes consist (them- 
selves the digested essence of many thousands of scattered 
fragments, ‘‘disjecta membra”’ juris, to be found in reports, 
text books, and multitudinous statutes) will yet form the 
germ, if not in the 5th in some subsequent edition, of a com- 
sero ‘of consolidated law which would never, in all pro- 

bility, have been arrived at without its aid. 

Apart from its bulk, which, as we have seen, is almost a 
necessary ingredient in the nature of the case, the book is of 
most unexceptionable quality, and fully maintains the high 
character which the work, in its former editions, has so 
justly acquired, 

Some, though but an inadequate, idea of the extent of the 
alterations and additions may be gathered from the fact that 
whereas the third edition (itself very materially in increase 
of its predecessors) contained but 1,893 pages, the present 
edition extends to the enormous amount of 2,798 pages, ex- 
clusive of the addenda and appendices, which comprise about 
300 pages more. It is granted to but few text-writers to 
find their names incorporated into the list of ‘authorities ” 
on English law, but every now and then some Fortescue or 
Coke or Blackstone or Sugden arises, and ‘ Russell on 
Crimes” bids fair, under its present management, to take 
its place among the ‘‘eternal possessions” of those ‘‘ sages 
of the law.” 

A Treahise on the Law of Partnership. By Josurn Drxon, 

Barrister-at-Law. London: Butterworths. 1866. 

The English law of partnership is a mysterious and an 
awful thing. Difficult of management beyond all other 
branches of the law, partly from the gxtreme paucity and 
simplicity of its general principles, and partly from the great 
nicety and subtlety of the distinetions and refinements which 
have been engrafted therein, it bids fair, in its Protean trans- 
formations, to baffle alike the ingenuity of the practitioner 
and the research of the essayist, Notwithstanding this, or 
eng for this very reason, the law of partnership seems to 
vave always been a favourite theme for the writers of text- 
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pooks on special subjects. Of late years Mr. Lindley’s book 
‘syelut inter ignes Luna minores,” has managed to put all 
the older lights into the shade, and it was not without feel- 
ings of mingled admiration, surprise, and mistrust, that we 
learned that a new writer, till now unknown in the world of 
legal lore, had ventured in such swift succession to ‘‘rush 
in” upon the same field. This feeling, however, only lasted 
until we had read the book, and was then at once dispelled 
by two considerations—first, the scope of the work is so much 
less than its title, that it is really a treatise upon a limited 
subject within the subject; and, secondly, that limited field 
is so well occupied. , 

Mr. Dixon only professes to treat of ‘‘ private partner- 
ships,” i.¢., partnerships as they exist at common law, with- 
out either a charter of incorporation, or the assistance of any 
of the numerous statutes lately passed for the regulation of 
mercantile associations. In these days, when all business is 
being done—or undone—by limited companies; when not 
less than one third of the certain work of the court of 
chancery consists of their regulation and extinction; when 
every successful trader sells his goodwill to them, and every 
unsuccessful trader escapes personal failure by their means, 
a book which expressly excludes from consideration all joint- 
stock companies whatever, limited or otherwise, obviously 
now, whatever might have heen the case twenty years ago, 
goes but a short way towards a complete treatise upon the 
law of partnership. 

The sphere thus occupied however, though thus limited, 
is not unimportant, and, so far as his grounds extend, Mr. 
Dixon has done his work well. 

The form of sub-division of the book puts us somewhat in 
mind of Williams on Executors: after a short introduction 
and a somewhat lengthened attempt at a definition, or rather 
a description of a partnership, Mr. Dixon brings us to the 
practical part of the subject at page 24; then he describes 
the formation of the partnership, and thence, after discuss- 
ing the mutual rights of the partners inter se, he brings us 
to the rights and remedies for the nership and the mghts 
and remedies against the partnership ; and then, after a lucid 
(so far as anything dealing with darkness can be lucid) ex- 
planation of the peculiar position of those unfortunates 
who have all the liabilities but none of the benefits of 
partners, he leads us gently and easily to the question of dis- 
solution, with which the book naturally terminates. 

The book is carefully and usefully prepared, and forms a 
very good complement to Wordsworth on Joint-Stock Com- 
panies, which treats ofthe other branch of the same subject; 
and by comparison with which it does not, we think, suffer. 


Paley’s Law and Practice of Summary Convictions by Tustices 
of the Peace, including proceedings preliminary and subse- 
quent to convictions ; also the responsibility and indemnity 
of convicting magistrates and their officers, with practical 


Jorms and s of convictions. Fifth edition. By 

H. T. J. Macnamara, Recorder of Reading. London: 

H. Sweet; Stevens & Son; Maxwell; Butterworths, 1866, 

The fourth edition of this work was published about ten 
years ago, immediately after the important alterations of the 
law effected by the Criminal Justice Act of 1855, and was 
then considered as complete a treatise as the nature of the 
subject admitted of. The changes introduced into the cri- 
minal law within the last ten years have, however, been so 
extensive as to render a fresh edition—or rather, in many 
respects, a fresh work—almost a necessity, and accordingly 
a book has appeared which, though still bearing the name of 
Paley on its title page, has been in many parts rearranged, 
and in some places, and these of considerable bulk, com- 
pletely rewritten by its present editor, while an entirely 
new chapter (Part Hi, ch. 5) has been added, besides nu- 
merous smaller additions throughout the volume. The book 
has not yet attained, however, the dangerous plethory which 
seems to be the fate, at some stage or other of their career, 
of all successful law books, but probably that is in reserve 
for a later edition; as it stands, however, it seems to us to 
supply all that can be desired in a ¢reatise on the subject, 
and taken together with Oke's S nopsis, which is a hand- 
book and not a treatise, to furnish without more a tolerably 
complete law library for a working member of the Great 
Unpaid, and even to meet the more extended demands of a 
magistrate’s clerk. ‘To the latter class of practitioners we 
heartily recommend the two works we have mentioned, as 
being in themselves a repertory of the criminal law so far as 
it regards then, 





COURTS. 


ROLLS HOUSE. 
(Before Lornp Romitty.) 

Aug, 24.—-The Leguelin Oil Company (Limited).—This 
was an application to the Master of the Rolls to wind up 
the company, but his Lordship having been informed that 
the application was opposed, refused to hear the matter, 
upon the ground that it was his practice not to hear opposed 
matters oft that nature during the vacation. 

G. Osborne Morgan appeared in the case. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR STUART’S CHAMBERS. 
(Before Mr, PEAKE, Chief Clerk). 

Aug. 21.—Re Preston Banking Company.—In this case 
two petitions had been presented to wind-up the company, 
and a provisional liquidator appointed. It was now asked 
that the provisional liquidator might be discharged upon 
handing over the assets in his hands to the company, 
retaining sufficient to pay his own costs; and in that case 
the bank would be opened on Friday next. 

Order made by consent ; the costs of all parties between 
solicitor and client to be paid by the bank, to be: taxed in 
case of difference. 

Gregory & Co. for the company, and one petitioner ; 
Reed & Phelps for the other contributory, the Southport 
Hotel Company (Limited). 


Leighton v. Shrewsbury, &c., Railway Company.—In this 
case it was said the company would be in a condition to 
complete the purchase by the first day of Michaelmas Term ; 
and consequently there would be no necessity to go to the 
expense of interrogatories. 

Order made that the matter stand over to the 2nd No- 
vember. 

Noyes for the company. 


Re The Central Dargecling Tea Company (Limited). — 
This was a winding-up from the Rolls, and the application 
was on behalf of ten contributories for further time to file 
affidavits upon a dispute which has arisen with reference to 
a compromise entered into by the official liquidator to pay a 
debt not allowed by the judge. 

Further time was granted. 

Kimber & Hilis for the contributories ; Hughes for the 
liquidator. 


Hare v. Roebuck, M.P.—This matter has reference to the 
General Exchange Bank. An attachment had been issued 
against four of the directors; one ‘of them had been in 
custody, but was released pro formé on bail. Further time 
was asked, and allowed till the 31st imst.. and. permission 
given to amend the summons by striking out two names 
which had been inadvertently entered in it. The question 
has reference to the right to take over the business of the 
Estates Bank. 

Deane, Chubb, & Saunders for the plaintiffs ; Mayhew for 
the defendants. 


Metaxa v. The Anglo-Greek Steam Navigation Company 
(Limited).—The answer in this case was stated to be ex- 
ceedingly heavy ; that it had only recently been obtained 
from counsel, and that the solicitors had been constantly 
engaged in searching the books of the company in order to 
fill up blanks. The bill contained charges of fraud against 
the directors, and it was important that the answer ‘should 
be full and explicit. 

The application was opposed on the grownd that the 
matter had been going on for months and that no answer 
had yet been put in, 

The Cuter CLERK ordered an affidavit to be made to show 
ground why further time should be granted, 

Lewis & Lewis for the plaintit!; Wild & Barber for the 
company. 

Bank of China (Linited) v. Bank of Hindustan (Limited) 
+In this case there were two summonses—the first for time 
to answer. It was said that the object of the suit was to get 
rid of an amalgamation between the two banks, and a 
month's further time was asked and allowed without costs. 

There was another summons for further time to answer 
allidavits, and a month's time in this case also was asked 
and allowed, 

Harrison & Lewis tor the plaintitls; Plime & Aryles for 
the defendants, 
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Attorney-General v. Edmunds—The Edmunds’ Scandal.— 
In this case an affidavit had been made by the defendant 
who applied for further time, stating that in the Patent 
Office there were draft. accounts which he desired to have, 
and without which he could not put in the accounts which 
were required of him. He stated that he had applied to the 
late Lord Chancellor and the present Lord Chancellor for 
the necessary duplicates, and that they had both refused to 
make the order. 

Two months’ time allowed, , 

Raven & Bradley for the Attorney-General; Harrison & 
Lewis for the defendant. | 

Re Overend, Gurney, & Co, (Limited).—This was an appli- 
cation by a shareholder to have inspection of the books of 
the company by his’ accountant, . Application had been 
made to the official liquidator for this p and they had 
refused such inspection, relying upon the 118th. clause of 
the articles of association, which said that the books should 
be open for inspection at the office seven. days prior to 
general meetings, and that otherwise such inspection should 
not be allowed. 

On the part of the applicant it was urged that that clause 
had only reference to the time when the company was in 
existence, and that by the 156th clause of the Companies 
Act shareholders a salt to inspect at all reasonable 
times, and that the books were in truth the property of the 
shareholders. 

The Curer Cierk said he should adjourn the summons 
for a proper call to be made out by contributories and credi- 
tors generally acting on behalf of themselves and all others. 
When that was done he should make the order; and then, 
if it were desired, the matter could be taken before the 
— of the Rolls ; the order being suspended in the mean- 
ime. 

Lewis & Lewis for a contributory ; Young, Vallings, & Co. 
for the liquidators. 

Imperial Mercantile Credit Company (Limited).—This 
was an application for delivery over to the applicants, who 
were acceptors of bills for the company to the amount of 
£30,000, which they had paid, of certain securities which 


were held by the company and to which the applicants were 
entitled upon payment of the bills. 

It was opposed upon the ground that the affidavits had 
only been received on Saturday ; that the official liquidator 
was out of town ; and that the whole staff of the company 


were scattered. Further time was therefore asked. 
Adjourned till Wednesday the 29th inst. 
_ Chilton & Co. for the claimants ; Ashwrst & Co. for the 
liquidator. 
COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Houroyp.) 

Aug. 14.—Re Pollard.—This was an applieation for leave 
to render process available against the defendant. 

Doria in my of the application. 

Bagley for the defendant.—In this case personal service 
had not been effected upon the defendant. The notice hail 
been sent to his town house during his absence in the 
country. In the courts of common law no attachment was 
allowed to issue unless upon service of the party sought to 
be attached. At this period of the year nine ont of ten 
houses in Belgravia were closed. He contended that service 
was not completed by leaving the notice of motion at the 
town house of the defendant. 

In — of the application it was stated that the 
notice of motion had been served at the residence given. by 
the defendant in the deed npon the nephew of the defen- 
dant, who promised that the document should be given to 
his uncle on the following morning. No doubt it would be 
advisable that some rule should be laid down in reference to 
notices of motion for leave to render process available, 

The Covur said that, in cases where execution was sought 
against the debtor himself, the notice of motion should be 
served personally. If the applicant had any difficulty in 
eflecting personal service, an order for substituted service 
might be granted. But in this case the defendant had 
doubtless been served. 

Bagley.—Ko doubt; it 1 was really more desirous for 
the sake of general practice that wome rule should be laid 
down, rather than from any fecling of anxiety in this 
partienlar case, 

His Hoxoun,—As a rule, then, the service 
permmal, except by special leave of the Court, 


must be 





Bagley.—And then the application would be made Upon 
notice of motion being proved, and the notice of motion 
would so express it ? 

His Honovur.—Quite so. 

The hearing of the application was then adjourned for 
affidavits. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner WINSLOW.) 

Aug. 18.—Doria objected to a small-debt summons, as the 
‘* Seal of the Court ” did not appear on the copy. 

The Commissioner reluctantly dismissed it, but gave no 
costs. 

The learned counsel then raised further objections, and 
the summons was dismissed with costs. 


Aug. 21.—-Trader-debtor summons.—A trader-debtor sum. 
iions was returnable, in which the plaintiff claimed from 
the defendant, a person named Poole, a sum of £100 upona 
guarantee. 

Brough for the plaintiff; Harcowrt (solicitor) for the 
defendant. 

The Court ordered the defendant to enter into a bond with 
sureties for payment of the plaintiff’s claim. Costs to abide 
the event of the action. The defendant had ten days within 
which to complete the bail. 


JUDGES’ CHAMBERS, 

Aug. 22 & 23.—The Lord Chief Baron took. his seat for 
the first time since his appointment, accompanied by Mr. 
Baron Bramwell. After sitting to a late hour on Wednes. 
day his Lordship adjourned. several matters, which. he dis. 
posed of on Thursday. During next week he will attend 
on Wednesday and Friday. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Girts oF LAND AND PERSONALTY. 

Sir,—In further answer to the inquiry of ‘‘ Search” as to 
the difference between a gift of lands and a gift of personalty 
respectively to A. for life, and after his decease to B,, if the 
gift be by will, there would be no difference, z.¢., the realty 
would go to A. for life, with remainder to B, in fee ; and 
with respect to the personalty, A. would be entitled to 
income for life, and ater his decease the corpus to B. abso- 
lutely. With respect to a gift inter vivos, the Common Law 
prohibited gifts to take place in expectaney, but this dis- 
tinction is, according to Blackstone, disregarded, and there- 
fore if.a man by deed limits his books or furniture to A. for 
life, with remainder to B, in fee, this remajnder is good, and 
Equity would interfere to protect the remainder. AL 





THe Banknurtcy Act. 

Sir,—What is to be done with the Bankruptcy Act next 
session? I need hardly say that I allude to the Lager pr 
of the public in this respect; The present state of the 
bankruptcy law isa great commercial scandal to England. 
Even Lord Westbury would, as I apprehend—and IJ may 
say as I believe—admit this. Tho political vicissitudes of 
the Government during the last session have postponed the 
consideration of this subject. With your permission | will 

esently take up this subject and offer some a on 
its details, All L now attempt is some general observations 
on the defects of the present system. © It is well known that 
commercial men are disgusted with it, but it is the ‘delight 
of rogues.” 

The system of trust decds would almost seem to be a 
device in favour of this class of the community, Few 
of these deeds are valid, and the great bulk of them may be 
regarded as schemos to cheat the creditors, This I say 
soberly, 

Again, sir, the system is cumbrous and expensive. This is 
generally felt, large portion of it is useless, Kew 
Jawyers really understand it. Kven Lord Westbury con- 
sidered it essential that his Lordship should formally ad- 
minister it in cases of appeal, In looking at this subject 
we shall have to yo back to ‘first principles,” and refresh 
our memories with the history of bankruptey, What was 
ite original design? We have sadly overlooked this, It 
was not intended for rogues, but for merchants involved in 
Jonses which ordinary prudence could not, as it was snp- 
powl, prevent, Such a measure is clearly necessary, ‘This 
w not disputed either in or out of Parliament, Possibly, 


and indeed, the original design may require some expansion 
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to meet cases of insolvency. Still, what I contend for is 
that Parliament should substantially adhere to the original 
design of bankruptcy. This is of itself the best check 
which can, I think, be devised to stop reckless trading and 
adventure. Other cases may be left for private arrange- 
ment with the creditors, but I submit that even such cases 
should be under the supervision of the Court. This isa 
needful protection to the creditors. At present their pro- 
tection is a ‘‘sham and a delusion.” However, I must not 
enlarge. These few general observations may be useful. 
What I now seek todo is simply to call attention to the 
subject. J. CULVERHOUSE. 
BAILMENT. 

Sir,—In’answer to the letter of ‘‘Search,”—as to the rule 
in the different species of Bailment, as to the person that 
may sue,—either the bailor or bailee may maintain an action 
for conversion against any person who takes possession of 
them without having any colour of right so to do: Golightley 
y. Reynolds, Lofft, 88; Scattergood v. Silvester, 15, Q. B. 511. 
But if the bailor has, by contract, parted with the possession 
for a certain time, and has only a reversionary interest, he 
cannot sue a wrongdoer for converting the property, unless 
the bailee has determined the bailment by some wrongful 
act: Gordon v. Harper, 7 T. R. 13; Scott v. Newington, 
1 Moo. & Rob. 252. A gratuitous bailment does not remove 
the chattel out of the possession of the bailor, and does not 
prevent him from suing a third person who takes it out of 
the possession of the bailee. In case of bailments for hire or 
reward, the bailor may sue if bailee wrongfully. parts with 
possession. 

Sir,—In answer to ‘Search.”—1. “If the bailment be 
what is called a ~— bailment—that is, a bailment which 
does not confer. on, the. bailee aright to exclude the bailor 
from possession—in such ‘a case the bailee or the bailor may 
maintain an action of trover against the wrongdoer. The 


simple bailments are where goods are lent to a friend, or 
left in the custody of a warehouseman, or entrusted to a car- 
rier to convey, or to an sh or factor to sell. 


If, however, 
a bailment should not be of the simple kind, but should 
confer on the bailee the right to exclude the bailor from the 
ssion—as in the case of a thing pawned or let out to 
ire—here, though the property still remains in the bailor, 
the bailee only can bring trover.” —Williams on Personal 
Property, 26-7. 

2. “A gift of land to A. for life, and after his decease to 
B., gives to B. a mere life interest in remainder expectant 
on the decease of A. (Goodtitle d. Richards y. Edmonds, 
7 T. R. 685), unless, indeed, the gift be by will under 
1 Vict. c. 26, s, 28. But a gift of personal property to A. 
for life, and after his decease to B., gives B. a vested equit- 
able interest in the corpus of the fund to which he becomes 
absolutely entitled, salijeot only to A.’s life interest ; and 
the circumstance of B.'s dying in the lifetime of A. would be 
immaterial.” —Benyon v. Maddison, 2 Bro. C. C. 75. 

A.B 





CONVEYANCING—CoOMPOUNDING FELONY. 

Sir,-In answer to “A, E.’s” inquiry, it is my belief that 
no conveyancing counsel would advise the purchase from B. 
The case of Bayley v. Williams, 13 W. R. 583, affirmed 
June: 21, in the House of Lords, decides that an assignment 
of land to compound a prosecution for felony is void, on 
grounds of undue influence, as well as on the broad prin- 
ciples of public policy ; and the case of Collins v, Blantern 
shows that a deed under similar circumstances is ab initio 
void and has ‘no legal entity, The purchaser from B. ean 
take nothing more than what B. had to give; and the 
transaction being absolutely void, B. took nothing by the 
assignment to him from A. This is not inconsistent with 
the rule by which a bond fide purchase from a trustee far 
value, without notice of the breach of trust, is upheld in 
equity; for in this case the vendor, the trustee, has the 
legal estate at least ; whereas, in the case put, B. has, and 
had from the beginning, no estate at all: See Bridgman v. 
Green, 2 Ves. sen. 627. X. ¥. 4, 

Sir,—Will any of your numerous readers be good enough 
to give me the following ‘information :— 

1. An estate in copyhold is devised to A, and his chil: 
dren, remainder to B. in feo tail, remainder to the right 
heirs of the testator, At the testator's death A. turnsout to 
be his heir-at-iaw. What estate does A, take! 





2. Suppose testator bequeaths money to trustees in trust 
for his son, to be invested by them in Government Stock 
or in the purchase of real estate. The trustees neglect to do 
either, but allow the trust-money to remain on the same in- 
vestments that it stood at the testator’s death. What are 
the rights of the cestwis que trust against their trustees for 
this neglect of their duty. DELTA. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Watter Pierce, of Liverpool, to be Commissioner 
to administer Oaths in the High Court of Chancery in 
England. 

The Right Hon. the Lord Chief Justice of the Common 
Pleas has appointed Toomas Masters Datton, of Cardiff, 
in the county of Glamorgan, JAmEs Rowe, of Liverpool, in 
the county of Lancaster, and Rosert Fisher Tuompson, of 
Kendal, in the county of Westmorland, Gentlemen, to be 
Perpetual Commissioners for taking the Acknowledgments 
of Deeds to be executed by Married Wenn 





OBITUARY. 


GEORGE MASTER, Esq. 

Mr. George Master, who died at Tomartin, near Inverness, 
on the 18th inst., was the son of Colonel Master, of the 
52nd, of Catton, near Norwich. He was articled to Messrs. 
Sewell, Blake, & Keith (now Keith, Blake, Keith, & Blake), 
of Norwich. He was admitted in Michaelmas Term, 1836, 
and joined Mr. Johnson as a partner in 1844, the firm con- 
tinuing, till the death of the deceased, Johnson & Master. 
Mr. Master was a member of the Incorporated Law Society, 
and a commissioner to administer oaths in chancery. The 
firm carried on business at 22, Duke-street, Grosvenor- 

uare, and 19, Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, at 
which latter place matters connected with the Suitors’ Fee 
Fund of the Court of Chancery were principally conducted, 
= senior partner, Mr. Johnson, being the solicitor to that 

und. 

Mr. Master’s decease was sudden. He had left London on 
a grouse shooting excursion in the north, and the cause of 
death is supposed to have been internal hemorrhage. The 
deceased gentleman was much respected both in London 
and at Drayton-green, near Ealing, where he resided. 








HYDE-PARK RIOTS. 
Tur Prorosep DEPUTATION TO THE QUEEN. 

The following correspondence, in addition to what ap- 
peared in our impression of the 18th, has passed. between 
Sir Thomas Biddulph, private secretary to the Queen, and 
Mr. W..G. De Gruyther—the latter having requested per- 
mission for a number of working men to wait on her 
Majesty with a petition for the dismissal of the Earl of 
Derby and his colleagues :— 

“To Mr. De Gruyther. 

‘* Sir,—In reply to your letter of the 10th inst. I have 
nothing to say beyond what was contained in my letter of 
the 4th inst,—viz., that you should communicate respecting 
the petition you wish to present to the Queen with the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department, with whom I 
must beg you to correspond on the subject should you wish 
for any further information.—I am, Sir, &e, 

** Osborne, Aug, 14. “T, M. Bropunps.” 


‘*'To Major-General Sir T. Biddulph. 

“Sint beg to enclose a letter for Her Majesty the 
Queen, and request you will be good enough to deliver it 
to her, and convey to me her commands,—I am, &e,, 

“W. G. De Gauytusr. 

** 48, Bedford-street, Strand, Aug, 17.” 


**'To her Most Gracious Majesty the Queen, 

**Madam,-—Permit me, in my own name and that of « 
large body of my fellow-subjects, mostly workinganen, to 
respectfully solicit your Sovereign protection against the Ear! 
of Derby and his associates in office. The Ministers eansed 
vw riot in Hyde-park on the 2hrd of July last by their fretions 
conduet, and othorwise endangered the peace of the metro 
polis and country; and since we have no guarantee that our 
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lives, liberties, and property will be respected for the future, 
we are constrained to apply to your Majesty for the dismissal 
of the Ministry, and beg your Majesty will be pleased to ap- 
point an early day when we may wait upon your Majesty, and 
prose our petition in form, From the correspondence that 

as already transpired on. the subject between Sir Thomas 
Biddulph and myself, there is reason to fear that an attempt 
wil) be made to defeat our seeing your Majesty; but the 
course would jeopardise the Crown, and as loyal and faith- 
ful subjects we must denounce all proceedings calculated to 
place your Majesty in a false position. By the precedent 
established in the time of King James II., the withdrawal of 
the Sovereign from the country, coupled with any attempt 
to subyert the liberties. of the people, renders the throne 
vacant; and I need not point out to your Majesty that 
according to this precedent your Majesty's refusal to see us, 
coupled with violence of which we complain, would in law 
be a constructive abdication, The deputation is composed 
chiefly of working men, and as they have in no, instance, as 
a class, failed either in their duty to the country or to your 
Majesty, I feel that your Majesty will not only extend to 
them the protection prayed for, but graciously give the 
assurance in person.—TI have the honour to be, Madam, your 
Majesty's obedient humble servant, 

‘*W. G. De GRUYTHER. 

“643, Bedford-street, Strand, Aug. 17.” 

A copy of the letter has also been sent to Mr. Walpole, 
the Home Secretary. 








Substitvres ror Banxrvuprey.—In the half-year ending 
in April, 1866, 2,447 deeds of assignment, composition deeds, or 
deeds of inspectorship were registered. The unsecured debts 
amounted to £6,017,621. Of the 1,191 composition deeds, two- 
thirds provided for the acceptance of a payment not exceeding 
6s. in the pound. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, August 23, 1866. 
(from the Official List of the actual business transacted.} 
F GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

3 per Cent. Consols, 823 
Ditto for Account, Sept. 6 89 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 67$ 
Siew 3 per Cent., 87% 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, 94 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 


Annuities, April, ’85 
Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 — 
Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. pm 
Ditto, £500, Do, pm 
Ditto, £100 & £200, Do pm 
Bank of England Stock, 5 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. °73 — Ct. (last half-year) 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditto for Account, — 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 

India Stock, 10} p Ct. Apr: 74 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5 pC., Jan. 72 
Ditto for Account, — Cota | wd Cent., May, ’79 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, 770 103% Ditto ntures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, ’64— 

r Cent., Oct. 788 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug, 766 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000,— pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.— | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, pm 

RAILWAY STOCK, 








Shares. Railways. id. |Closing Prices 





Stock Caledonian 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 
Stock Do., East Angtian Stock, No. 2 
Stock | Great Northern 
Stock! WDo., A Stock* J 
Stock | Great Sonthern en Western of Ireland) 

1 See ceneneeeonrerones 
§ | Do., West Midland—Oxford... ...tis- 
Stock D0.,40.—NEWPOFE cecccoscersereps eh 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Stock | London, brighton, and South Coast.... 
Kock | . m, and Dover..,. 
Stock . London and North-Western.,., 
Steck  Loridon and South-Western . 
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* A receives no dividend until 6 por cent, lina Deen paid Ww b, 





INSURANCE COMPANIES. 
| 


Shares. 





No. of} Dividend 
shares} per annum 


———s 


Names. 
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50(0} 5 pe & bns} Clerical, Med. & Gen, Life 
4000] 40 pe & bs} County... oe aée 
40000] 8 per cent} Eagle ope a exe! 
10000] 72 1s 8d pe} Equity and Law ... pia 
20500) 52 14s 3d pc} English & Scot. Law Life 
2700] 5 per cent | Yquitable Reversionary... 
4600} 5 percent] Do. New... ove he 
5000} 5 & 3psh bj Gresham Lie 
20000] 5 per cent} Guardian ,.. nae ee 
20000} 7 per cent] Home & Col. Ass., Limtd. 
7500} 16 per cent} Imperial Life... oe 
50000} 10 per cent} Law Fire ... tas ° 
10000] 323 pr cent} Law Life ... 
8 pr cent} Law Union PY Was 
6s p share} Legal & General Life . 
5 per cent} London & Provincial Law 
10 percent} North Brit. & Mercantile’ 
124 & bns| Provident Life... 
20 per cent| Royal Exchange... 
64 per cent} Sun Fire ... Pa 

eee Do. Life ... 
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Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday night. 

Within the past few weeks a second-class has risen into a first- 
class power in Europe; and yet Imperial France, once so jealous 
of the military progress of her neighbours, has given to the 
world the cheering assurance that she can look on with indiffer- 
ence. She has had a time of peace, and peace has taught 
her that commerce is attended with far more solid benefits than 
military glory. And, now, M. Bordel tells his countrymen :— 
*‘ Modern France must abolish all the ignorant laws which ham- 
per the production and distribution of wealth. First, we must 
abolish our navigation laws, for all the taxes and regulations 
which are imposed on merchant shipping increase the cost of 
transport, and consequently the gross price of merchandise. 
Next, the law of September, 1807, which limits the interest of 
money, must be abolished. Money cannot be kept at 5 per cent. 
in France, when perhaps at Bombay it is worth 15 or 20 per 
cent. New and liberal laws promoting mercantile companies 
are also needed.”’ This is assuring, not only for France, but the 
mercantile world in general; and especially for England at a 
time when she is recovering from a great financial panic. 

A decidedly better tone is observable in monetary and mer- 
cantile circles ; and if prices do not rise, and progress is not made 
quite so rapidly as many anticipated, it should be borne in mind 
that this is a season of the year when we havea species of exodus 
of commercial men, brokers and jobbers, who migrate to water- 
ing-places and elsewhere, and anything like activity can 
scarcely be looked for before the end of next month. 

The accumulation of gold in the vaults of the bank is gradu- 
ally effecting a marked improvement, especially as regards the 
Continent, where but a short time since bills on English houses 
were scarcely negotiable upon any terms, and the influx of the 
precious metals bids fair to continue. 

The steady improvement in the position of the Bank has 
enabled the directors, at their Court to-day, further to reduce 
the official minimum, and it now stands at 7 per cent. Conse- 
quate, after ninety-six days of a 10 per cent. rate, a turn in 
the tide, continuing for a week, has permitted the Bank direc- 
tors to relax their minimum no less than 3 per cent. 

The weekly return, which is highly favourable, gives the fol- 
lowing results as compared with last week :— 

Public Deposits .. £3,411,639 Increase .. +» £68,114 
Other Deposits .. 18,763,474 Increase .. «» 638,194 
Rest .. od .. 8,846,260 Increase .. «. 26,098 

On the other side of the account :— ! 
Government Securities £10,711,723 No alteration. 

Other Securities .. 24,888,158 Decrease., 
Notes unemployed .. 4,608,520 Lnerease ., we 

The amount of notes in circulation is £24,182,116, a decrease 
of £367,975; and the stock of bullion in both departments is 
£14,772,220,an increase of £621,264, 

The official report of business transacted to-day gives the fol- 
lowing prices of English funds ;—Three per Cent. Consols, for 
money, 56 ; ditto, for account, 884, 9; Three per Cents. 
Reduced, oh, 4, 4; New Three per Cents, 87}, 4, 3,8; Annui- 
ties, 1886, 14 6-16; Bank Stock, for account, 2464; India Five 
ee Cent., 103}, 4; ditto Four per Cont. Debentures, 101; ditto 

ons, 10s, prem, 

Foreign Securities have not been largely dealt in, ‘The expla- 
nation furnished with reference to the delay of the tole from 
Constantinople has caused more steadinfteas in ‘l'urkish Securities, 
but otherwise the markets are practically unaltered, Quotations 
are as follows :—DBrazilian 100 Bonds, 72; Chilian Six per 
Cents,, 95; Veyplian Seven por Cents, of 1864, 86; the £100 
Bonds, 8545 and 86; the Railway Debentures, 80 and 798; 
Moorish Loan, 92 and 934; Vortugess Three per Conta,, 434 and 
45; Tusian Vive per Cents, Original Stock, 884; Venezuela 
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Six per Cents., 28 and 27§; and the Five per Cent. Italian Loan 
of 1861, 525 and 524. baat 
In railway shares no transactions of importance have taken 

; but Great Northerns, South-Easterns, Lancashire and 
Wekchire, Berwick, Midland and London and North-Western 
have improved; whilst London and South-Westerns, and Chat- 
ham and Dover have declined. At the close of the markets to- 
day, the prices were as follows: London and North-Western, 
118§ to 1193 ; Great Western, 54 to}; Midland, 1203 to 4, ex 
iv.; Lancashire and Yorkshire, 122} to #, ex div.; Great 


div.; 


Northern, 121} to 1223; ditto A, 129} to ?; Great Eastern, 253 
to 264; South-Eastern, 65} to #; Caledonian, 125 to 126; Man- 
chester and Sheffield, 58 to 4, ex div.; York and North-Mid- 
land, 97 to 98, ex div.; Berwick, 103 to 104, ex div.; North- 
British, 53} to 544; London and South-Western, 89 to 90; 
Metropolitan, 127} to 128, ex div.; and London, Chatham, 
and Dover, 17} to 18. 

No change of any importance has occurred in the shares of the 
Foreign railways ; but American and Indian lines are firmer. 

The dealings in bank shares haye been but few, and prices in 
the main are unaltered. They are as follows:—London Joint- 
stock Bank, 43},and 43; Union of London, 46} and 46} and 47 ; 
London and County, 65-6; Oriental Bank, 464; City Bank 
shares, 16; Union Bank of Australia, 46 and 46}; the Pro- 
vincial Bank of Ireland, 78} and 78; London and Westminster, 
93 and 934 5 Bank of New South Wales, 43; Bank of Victoria, 
a London and South-Western, 17. 

here has been some heaviness in finance and credit shares, 
and dealings have taken place at the following rates :—Inter- 
national Financial, 1f to 3 dis. ; General Credit, 24 to 1} dis. ; 
London Finance, 13 to 12} dis. ; Credit Foncier, 3$ to $ dis. ; 
City Discount, 1} to } div. ex dis. ;, Consolidated Discount, 11 to 
9 dis.; Discount Corporation, 12 to 10 dis.; and the National 
Discount Company, 8 to 8} prem. 

It appears that an independent committee of investigation, 
consisting of shareholders, has been formed for the purpose 
of procuring an inspection of the books of Overend, Gurney, 
& Co. (Limited), and examining into the circumstances 
which led to the formation of the company and its subse- 
quent dealings. It is alleged that when the company was 
started, old bad debts of twenty years standing were taken over 
and paid for as assets. The idea of resuscitating the company 
seems now to be abandoned, and the prospectus of a new com- 

y, called the United Discount Corporation (Limited), has 

n issued, 

At the annual meeting of the Royal Insurance Company, held 
on the 10th inst., J. Turner, Esq., M.P., in the chair, it appeared 
that the total net amount of fire premiums for the year was 
£414,733 13s. In 1865 the cerreny granted life assurances 
for £886,663. The increase in the life funds was £103,146; the 
total accumulated fund of this department now amounting to 
£740,458. A dividend of three shillings and a bonus of four 
shillings (seven shillings) were declared free of income tax ; and 
the reserve fund stands at £116,913 2s. 10d. 

Lord Romilly has appointedM r. Samuel Benson official liqui- 
dator of the National Savings’ Bank Association (Limited), and 
Mr. Holyland official liquidator of the Blakely Ordnance Com- 
pany (Limited). 

Vice-Chancellor Stuart has appointed Messrs. H. Strong and 
A. Barker official liquidators of the Geelong Lantwit Colliery 
Company (Limited), 





ABERDEEN SHER Court.—Messrs, Thomas Gould & Co 
recently sued the Scottish North-Eastern Railway Company in 
Aberdeen Sheriff Court, before Sheriff-Substitute Thomson, for 
£13 10s, of damage said to have been sustained by them in 
consequence of a parcel of theirs containing flowers and feathers 
having beon injured while under the charge of the railway com- 
pany in transit between Aberdeen and Edinburgh. ‘The parcel 
was delivered to the defenders by Thomas Gould as part of his 
luggage, to be carried by the passenger train in which he him- 
self travelled. Mr. Gould's whole luggage exceeded in weight 
112 pound, allowed to each first class passenger, and he paid 
4s, 8d. for luggage in excess of that weight, for which the rail- 
way company granted him a receipt. The pursuers held that 
the railway company, in their published time-tables, intimate 
to commercial travellers that luggage, if consisting of goods or 
patterns, and not booked and paid for, is carried at the sole risk 
of the owners, from which it followed that, if booked and 
geld for, the railway company would be responsible. The 
defenders stated that the pursuers paid only for that part 
of the luggage which was in excess of 112 pounds weight, 
and thus they could not say that any particular article had been 
paid for; and that tho pursuers having in this case carried 
valuable goods without notice, must have been held to 
have taken the risk on themselves, The Sheriff, in  giv- 
ing his decision, said that it was not unreasonable for 
the pursuers in this ease to think they had complied 
With the railway company’s notice, but, looking at the obliga- 
tion of railway companias as settled by Knglish cases, ho must 
hold that the defenders were not liable, Onthe general ques- 
tion there could be no doubt, but the difficulty arose from the 





terms of the notice referred to. That difficulty, however, seemed 
to be removed in a reat measure by the decisions in the cases 
of the Belfast and Ball: Railway Company v. Keys, and 
Cahill v. and North-Western Reihoay Com; , Where 
it was held that railway companies are not liable for goods 
carried as luggage without due notice to the carriers. Besides, 
it lay upon the oaiaene to prove that they had beoked and 
paid for bed gig in question in terms of the notice upon which 
they found This they had failed to do. It was true they 
had paid 4s. 8d. for excess luggage; but it had not been shown 
that this eee or any particular article had been paid for. The 
receipt which the pursuers produced applied to passengers’ Iug- 
gage, and the contents of the parcel were not Inggage. e 
therefore assoilzied the defenders; but, as the no Is by no 
means distinct, he found no expenses due by either party. 


WATER OF THE TEMPLE PuMps.—The result of a careful 
analysis of the water from the four pumps in the Inner and 
Middle Temple, by Dr. Noad, Professor of Chyminny at St. 
George’s Hospital, is the condemnation of the water of one of 
them, long favoured in the Temple—viz., that in Hare-court. 
After having been twice anal with the same results, this 
water is pronounced to contain o ic matter, as proved by the 
residue left on evaporation becoming discoloured by heat. The 
presence of oxydiz ed compounds of nitrogen points to the possible 
contamination of spool by .organic matters of an animal 
origin. Dr. Noad, by the medical officer of the West 
London Union under the orders of the Privy Council, strongly 
recommends the continued closing of the Ling during the pre- 
valence of the present epidemic. The pump, therefore, remains 
closed till further order. It is satisfactory to find that the water 
of the other three pumps, which are now open, is pi 
free from animal matter and quite fit for drinking. The con- 
demned water is described by Dr. Noad as nevertheless “‘ bright, 
free from smell and taste, and faintly alkaline.” 


Jury TRIAL ry ScoTLANn.—Indications are to be seen every- 
where that the system of trial by jury is not only on its own 
trial, but is at present passing ugh a somewhat perilous 
struggle for existence. It cannot with truth be said that the 
tribunal has ever been 4 pepiilen one im this country. It is, at 
the same time, true that the system has never been fairly tried. 
No doubt it is nearly half a century since its first application in 
Scotland to civil causes, but that is but a short period when it 
is considered that it was a remedy introduced without any 
previous preparation to warrant its efficiency, and that it is 
difficult to conceive an institution with wider and more com- 
prehensive aims. For he must have a very imperfect ap - 
sion of jury trial—of its significance and its capacity—who fails 
to — that the only possible condition of its existence is a 
high standard of education in the — The theory of trial by 
jury is that the average intelligence 


the community is ht 

to bear upon. the facts in controversy, and so long as this 

of investigation is distributed over so wide an area as it is at 

present, it is quite hopeless to look for favourable results, unless 

something is done to ~—S popular mind into harmony with 
wi! 


the conditions under it is called upon to operate. Nosuch 
attempt has ever been made in Scotland. The failure of first 
attempts was oy oe by biesor Mee peor 
of the em, and tem turbi ts have 

been cows into the scale to termine obnoxiousness. Since 


juries, and it is not surprisi 2 

in a miscarriage of justice. It is notorious that this fact 
late added to the aversion with which jury trial has 

re ed in Scotland. To some, doubtless, it will i 
pointment that little fruit has followed when there was, if 
much promise, at least large expectation, and the jori 
will be deceived into a rash conclusion upon i 
tion, but there is no doubt that, in view of ex 
trial must be regarded, and is, in point of fact, 

failure in Scotland. This has been evidenced in 

Tho reluctance to resort to it as a method of ascertaining 
of course, the most conclusive testi in this directi 

is no detraction from its value, that the feeling 

large extent induced by the expense with which the 
known to be attended. The tendency to appeal to a 
sioner, rather than to a jury, even in cases for which the Legisla- 
ture has prescribed a specific tribunal, is a striking proof that the 
system is not much in favour, But the frequency with which, 
after the most anxious preparation, the final appeal to juries is 
avoided, is quite conclusive as to the misgiving and mistrust 
with which tho discharge of their duties is pnts Th 

the country. We have been led into these remarks by the 
result of a trial in which a jury has pronounced for a third time. 
We do not now intend to deal with the fhots of this case; we 
only refer to it for the opportunity of pointing out that it is the 
first time in Scotland that the Court has twice upset the verdict 
of a jury, and because it has a direct bearing on the assumed 
unpopularity of jury trial, In one sense, indeed, and according 
to our own judgmont, it is the best possible vindication of it, 
because it is perfectly idle to eay Chat three different sets of men 
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of average character and intelligence have on three occasions 
arrived at a conclusion upon disputed facts which is so utterly 
absurd and irrational as to require the interference of the Court 
to put it right. It is now, of course, too late in the day to go 
back on the right of the Court, on principle, to set aside a verdict 
both on the ground that it is contrary to law and against evidence. 
Anomalous as the theory of that right is, its assertion has been 
found indispensable in practice. But it is matter for grave con- 
sideration whether the unpopularity of jury trial has not, in some 
measure at least, been induced through the indirect effects caused 
by the facility with which the Court has on many occasions 
granted new trials. When the verdict is contrary to law, we see 
no difficulty in the way, and indeed the logical result seems to 
be that a new trial should be granted as often as the erroneous 
view of the law is taken, beeause no concession is to be made to 
a jury that should lend any countenance to the notion that they 
are entitled to take that matter into their own hands. The case 
is in a very different position when a verdict is proposed to be 
set aside on the ground that it is contrary to evidence. To deal 
with evidence, to determine its imports and its adequacy, is 
peculiarly the province of a jury; and while it is right in the 
interests of justice that outrageous blunders should in the 
position of being able to be corrected, it is at thé same time true 
that there should be no de from the principle of the 
— on slight or ill-considered grounds, and there is no doubt 
that it is a departure from the principle to grant a new trial on 
the ground that the verdict is against evidence. If a verdict 
expresses a possible view of a case, we think that it should not 
be disturbed. That is perhaps going further than there is 
—s for in the dicta of the judges in regard to the grounds 
on which they have proceeded in these questions. But we see 
no position wherein to halt between that and setting aside every 
verdict as often as it seems to the Court that the jury has not 
taken the view of the evidence which presents itself to its mind. 
No a can say that the verdict of the first jury in Urquhart 
vy. Bonnar, did not contain a yiew of the evidence that might 
commend itself to the intelligence of twelve ordinary men. The 
First Division thought the verdict was contrary to evidence, and 
granted.a new trial, and granted a third when the second jury 
repeated the assumed blunder of the first. Are they not now 
bound to grant a fourth if it be demanded? We see no escape 
from it. And that, of course, implies the complete abrogation of 
jury trial; and if that is intended, for it is certainly effected, the 
sooner it is known the better, for people will sooner or later 
become tired of paying for that in which there is no profit; and 
it is just ible that a revolt against abuse may lead. to the up- 
rooting of other things in the preservation of which all have an 
interest.— The Scottish Law aiperter. 


ProressionaL RecuLanity.—On Monday, the 13th, Mr. R. 
Blagden, the coroner for the western division of Sussex, opened 
an investigation at the Railway Arms Inn, Horsham, into the 
circumstances attendant on the death of John Snatt, aged 23, a 
stoker in the employ of the London and Brighton Railway 
Company, who was killed on the previous Saturday night by a 
collision between two trains at the Itchingfield junction. 

Mr. J. J. Merriman, solicitor, of Queen-street, Cheapside (of 
the firm of Merriman and Buckland), instructed by the Engine- 
drivers and Firemen’s United Protection Society, attended on 
behalf of Kaward Keay, the driver of the Portsmouth down train; 
and Mr. Carpenter, superintendent of police, represented the 
% y- 

jury having been sworn, 

The Coroner suggested that it would be desirable for them to 
view the body and the scene of the accident, and for that purpose 
the superintendent of the line had, he believed, provided a special 
train. 

Mr. Carpenter said that he presumed the inquiry could 
scarcely he etaditded that day; and if it were pr ee the 
imaker of the signals and other officials of the company would 
doubtless be in attendance. 


Mr. Merriman said that doubtless Mr. Carpenter was a very 


Aicient policeman, but he should object to any interference by 
hiss in this inquiry, If any professional gentleman attended he 


Mr. Merriman said that he was particularly anxious that the 
signals should be minutely examined by the jury. — 

The Coroner pian J in the propriety of this suggestion, 
and shortly afterwards the jury proceeded to the scene of the 
accident and viewed the body, and inspected the line and the 
signals very closely. . 

PRocuRING COMPENSATION FOR RAILWAY ACCIDENTS.—A 
singular case was lately tried before Mr. Baron Martin at the 
Liv 1 assizes he P oreo was a draper’s assistant, 
named Bell, and the defendant, a general agent named 
McEvoy, both residing in Manchester. The plaintiff, having 
suff by a railway accident on the Great Western Rail- 
way in June, last year, authorised the defendant to obtain 
compensation from the Peet ae 6 McEvoy represented that he 
could obtain £1,200, and asked the plaintiff to sell him his. chance 
of all which he might succeed in getting from the company over 
£500. Subsequently the defendant stated that he had only been 
able to obtain £150, of which he paid the plaintiff £145. But 
it was proved by one of the company’s clerks that McEvoy had 
actually received £327 in settlement of the claim, and the j 
returned a verdict for the plaintiff for £126 15s. The learn 
judge said he Denil impound the agreements which had 
obtained from the plaintiff by the defendant, and that if the rail- 
way company wished to have a copy of his notes of the trial, 
should they choose to take any action against the defendant, 
they might have such a copy. 


TRIAL BY Juny.—Trial by jury may be an excellent institu- 
tion, but it has its weak points. tely George Morris Mitchell 
was indicted for stealing five pieces of aper the Property of the 
Incorporated Law Society of the Unit ingdom. the 16th 
of March last the prisoner applied to the secretary of that society 
for permission to make extracts from ‘‘ Hansard’s Petitions to 
Parliament,” which was granted. In consequence of informa- 
tion which he received the librarian subsequently examined the 
volume to which the prisoner had referred, and discovered that 
five leaves had been cut out of it. A search-warrant was ob- 
tained, aud the five missing leaves were found in a drawer at the 
risoner’s house. The prisoner admitted that he had taken the 
eaves, and was acquitted by the jury.—Pall Mall Gazette. 
SUPERANNUATION TO Poor LAW Orricers.—An Act of 
Parliament has just been printed, declaring that the Superinten- 
dent-Registrar and the Registrar of Births and Deaths are to be 
deemed officers within the Act of the 27 & 28 Vict., c. 42, and 
to be entitled to superannuation allowances as other poor law 
officers; and a relieving officer who has also been a registrar, and 
resigned subsequently to the passing of the recited Act, is not to 
be disqualified from receiving such superannuation allowance, 
and an officer of a district school is likewiso-to participate. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE NEW AUCTION MART. 


Ang. 15.—Messrs, Fangsrotaze, Crarx, & Co. 
vanes building land, in Putney-fields, Wandsworth.—Sold for 


Leasehold bhsiness premises, 73, Great Titchfield-street, Oxford- 
street—Sold for £510. 

By Messrs. Epwtn Fox & BousviELp. 

Freehold premises, No. 35 and 36, Lime-street, City—Sold for £16,200. 
Aug. 21.—By Messrs. Desennam, Tewson, & FARMER, 
Freehold property, known as New-park-street Chapel, Southwark— 

Sold for £5,000. 

Leasehold, 2 houses, Nos, 21 and 22, Phelp-street, Walworth-road ; 
let at £22 28, each per annum; term, 40} years unexpired, at £3 4s. 
each per annum—Sold for £370, 

Leasehold, 2 houses, Nos, 179 and 181, East-atreet, Walworth-road, 

producing £12 per annum; term, 13 years unexpired, at £8 per 
annum—Sold for £220, 

Leasehold, 4 houses, Nos. 5 to 8, William-street North, Stepney, pro- 
ducing £98 108, perannum; term, 61 yoars unéxpired, at £12 126, 
per annum—BSold for £595, 


AT THY GUILDHALL COFFEEHOUSE. 
By Messrs. Eowiw Smiru, & Co, 





should have no objection, but he thought that the company 
ought to be represgnted by some one else than a policeman, 

The Coroner presumed that that was a question for him, Ue 
had known Mr. Carpenter for many years, and he had conducted 
a great many injuiries belore him. Heo had never hud any 
seam t onsplain of Mr. Carpenter, These inquiries were 
merely to protect the public, and w long as that end was gained 
he did not, care who appeared before him. Vetore the Coroner’ s 
Court nolboty was Chested, and nobody had really a right to 
appear. All questions were put through the Coroner. At the 
wume time he was always ready to listen to any good suggestion, 
comme: it fron when it might, 

Mr. Merriman said that the uniform — waa that profen- 
meal men aime were BawA ty way anything, except as accredited 
6 ith eee, 

the Commer Vevery wan has « right Ws cowluct his own 
cama: ti hic own way, The learn cemtleman then eugene 
that «i yerumea whene ombuct night be Wrought inte question 
savais be present, imeAuding the signalinen, drivers, and guards, 





I hold residence, No. 6, Lorn-terrace, Mildmay-park ; let at £50 
4 annum ; term, 974 years from 1854, at £2 per annum—Sold for 
HD), 


Aug, 14,-—-By Mesers, Onanyton'& Sxinnen. 
Premeis fruit farm, Mockbeggar, Yalding, Kent; 37a Or 24p ~ Sold for 


120, 
Mey hop farm, Woolpack, Benover, Yalding 5 67a Ir 24p—8old for 
"), 


Vrochold farm, Collier-atrent, Yalding 5 1000 Or 22p-—Sold for £5,400. 
Freehold, the Parsonage House, grounds, &¢., Collier-street, Yalding- 
Bold for £220, 
Vrechold, Aw ar Ip hop, arable, moulow, aud woodland, Yalding 

and Marden-Bold for £4,540, 
Yrechold hop farm, Martius, Yalding ; 4a %r dap-—Bold for £5,000, 
¥reebold roadside inn, the Welliugton, at Collior-ateeot, and 10a Lr 22p 
of fruit, bop, and meadow land— sold for £1,070, 


AT THB LONDON TAVERN, 
Vy Mesors. Watinn & Coumn, 
Vreobold residence, No. 1), Vewuwinetoeace, Vigloria park ; let at £49 
per min Sold for LO, 
Viecholl resilence, No, 16, Vranvis-borrace, lebat £28 por aliume 
fold tor ka0 
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Freehold residence, No. 28, Francis-terrace; let at £27 per annum— 
Sold for £380. 

Leasehold improved rent, of £20 per annum (for 45 years), secured 
upon property in Bow-common-lane, Bromley—So!d for £210. 

Leasehold house, known as Alpha-cottage, Eden-terrace, Paradise- 
row, Rotherhithe ; let at £25 per annum; term, 99 years from 1849, 
at £4 per annum—Sold for £260. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

ASTON—On Aug. 20, at 13, Pembroke-gardens, Kensington, the wife 
of James J. Aston, Esq,, Barrister-at-Law, of a son, 

CAVE—On Aung. 18, the wife of Charles White Cave, of Cranbrook, 
Kent,.Solicitor. of a daughter. 

FRY—On Aug. 20, at 30, Cornwallis-crescent, Clifton, the wife of 
Lewis Fry, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

GRIFFITH—On Aug. 18, at Frohsdorf House, Eastbourne, the wife 
of Charles Marshall Griffith, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister- 


at-Law, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 

BAKER—THORNE—On Aug. 15, at Leamington, John Baker, Esq., 
of Leeds, Solicitor, to Julia Maria, eldest daughter of Thomas Henry 
Thorne. 

HOPE—FULTON—On Aug. 16, at the Parish Church of Drumbo, 
Theodore Calcraft Hope, of her Majesty’s Bombay Civil Service, and 
Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to Josephine Mary McGil- 

' downy, only daughter of T. W. Fulton, of the Inner Temple, Esq., 
Barrister-at- Law, 

THOMPSON—PEACOCK— On Ang. 21, at Richmond, the Rev. W, H. 
Thompson, M.A., Master of Trinity, and Regius Professor of Greek 
in the University of Cambridge, to Frances Elizabeth, younger 
daughter of the late William Selwyn, Esq., Q.C., of Richmond, and 
widow of the late Dr, Peacock, Dean of Ely, 

WILKINSON—-BEVAN—On Aug. 16, at St. George’s, Bloomsbury, 
Matthew Wilkinson, Esq,, Solicitor, to Mary Ann, youngest 
daughter of the late Mr. Bevan, of the Island of Jersey. 

WINCH—BLUETT—On Ang. 22, at Brighton, George Winch, Esq., 
Solicitor, to Mary Clarke, elder daughter of the late Edward Biuctt, 


Esq. 
DEATHS. 

MASTER—On Aug, 18, at Tomartin, near Inverness, George Master, 

og of 22, Duke-street, Grosvenor-square, and Drayton-green, 
faling, 

SMITIH—On Ang, 13, at his residence, Ballie-Blairgowrie, the Right 
Hon. T, B. C. Smith, Master of the Rolls in Ireland, 

WRIGHT—On June 12, at Brisbane, Queensland, Gilbert Wright, Esq., 
Solicitor, formerly of Bristol, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


UA nding-up of Point Stock Companies, 
Fripay,. Aug, 17, 1866. 
LimitEp In CHancrry. 

Liverpool and Dublin Steam Navigation Company (Limited),—Peti- 
tion for winding-up, presented Aug 9, directed to be heard before 
the Vice-Chancellor at Liverpool on Wednesday, Aug 22. Simp- 
son & North, Liverpool, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Pile, Spence, & Company (Limited).—he Master of the Rolls has 
somes Francis Alfred Nicholson, Manch, provisional official 
iquidator, 

London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank (Limited),.—Creditors are 
required, on or before Dec 1, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Sir Thomas George 
Angustus Parkyns, Bart., aod James Cooper, 10, Clements-lane, 
Lombard-st. Friday, Dec 21 at 12, is appointed for hearing and ad- 
judicating upon tho debts and claims. 

Argoed Colliery Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancollor Stuart has 
fixed Aug 28 at 12 for the appointment of au official liquidator. 

Land Credit Company of Ireland (Limited).—Vico-Chancellor Stuart 
has appointed Tuesday, Aug 28 at 12, to mako a call on all tho 
contributories whose names appear in the schedule to the chief 
clerk’s certificate, dated July 20, as to the settloment of the list of 
the contributories of such company, and that the official liquida- 
~ of the said company proposes that such call shall be for £2 por 
share, . 

Petroleum Company of Western Virginia, United States (Limited). 
Petition for winding-up, prosented Ang 2 directed to be heard 
bofore Vice-Chancellor Kindersley on the next petitionday. Harri- 
son & Lewis, Old Jowry, solicitors for the petitioner, 

Sanderson, Brothers, Manutneturing Drysaltery Company (Limited), 
Petition for winding-up, presented Aug 9, directed to be heard 
before Vice-Chancellor Kindoraley on the noxt petition day. Jan- 
son & Co, Finsbury-cirous, solicitors for the petitioner. 

UNntuirep in CHancery, 

Cork and Youghal Railway Company,—Croditors are required, on or 
bolore Oct 8, to send thoir names and addrosses, and the partion. 
Java of their debts or claima, to Wiliam Turquand, 6, Tokenhonse- 
yard, ‘Thursday, Nov 8 at 12, ia appointed for hearing and ad- 
Judivating upon the dobts and claima, 

‘Turspay, Aug 21, 1866, 
Limirep In CHaNncsay, 

Tavistock Iron Works and Steel Ordnance Company (Limited). 
Potition for winding-up, presented Ang I, directed to be heard 
hefore tho Master of tho Rolla on Nov & Cunlitf® Beaumont, 
Chancory-lane, solicitors for the potiti a 

Nakely Ordnance Company (Limited), Creditors are required, on or 
bofore Oet |, to send their names and addresses, and the partionlara 
ofthoir debts or claims, to William Hopkins Holyland, 1, Grok. 
ham-st, official liquidator, Saturday, Nov 10 at’, ia appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and olaima, 

National Savings Bank Aasociation CLimited).-Creditora are ro. 
quired, on or before Oot 1, to send thelr names and addresses, and 
tho particulars of their dobte or claims, to Samuel Burrow, M4, 








Gresham-st, official liquidator. Wednesday. 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 

Contract Corporation (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Stuart, acting for 
the Master of the Rolls, has directed that the matter of the sum- 
mons, dated Aug 2, whereby all parties concerned were required 
to attend at his Lordship’s chambers on Thursday, Aug 9, shall be 
placed in the paper before him on Tuesday, Aug 28 at 1. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Frrpay, Aug. 17, 1866. 
Salem Chapel Sick Society, Salem Chapel, Leeds, York. Aug 8. 
Nancegollan Amicable Society, Nancegollan, Cornwall. Aug 13. 
lores of Unity Friendly Society, Red Lion-inn, Old Cavendish-st. 
ug 14, 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Aug. 17, 1866. 
Ashby, Hy, Aldgate, Builder. Oct}. Ashby » Ashby, M. R. 
Bellew, Caroline, Stockleigh-house, St John’s-wood. Oct 15. Bellew 
v Bellew, V. C. Wood. 
Dowtine, Ga Pyke, jun, Bristol, Surgeon, Oct 20. Ayres » Baker, 
. C. Stuart. 
Holden, Thos, Gt Bolton, Lancaster, Corn Dealer. Sept 29. Holéen 
v Holden, Registrar, Manch. 
Norburn, Thos, Oundle, Northampton, Linendraper, Oct1!. Loweth 
v Norbarn, M. R. 


, Nov 14 at 2, is 
and claims. 


TuxEspay, Ang. 21, 1856. 

Adkins, Rosanna, Coventry,sSpinster. Oct 2. Adkins o Adkins, 
V. C. Kindersley. 

Adkins, Geo Fawson, Coventry, Gent. Oct 2. Adkins » Adkins, 
V. C, Kindersley. 

Styles, Wm, St George-st. Oct 20. Shaylor » Hennis, V.C. Staart. 

Tonge, Chas, Branston, Lincoln, Esq. Oct 1. Tonge ev Paddison, 
V. C. Kindersley, 

Webb, Fredk, Danster-ct, Mincing-lane, Colonial Broker. Sept 30, 
V. C. Stuart. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Viet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frinay, Aug. 17, 1866. 

Babington, Benj Guy, George-st, Hanover-sq, M.D. Oct8. Walker 
& Martineau, King’s-rd, Gray’s-inn. 

Blundell, Wm, Daventry, Northampton, Stonemason. Oct 1. Poole 
& Johnson, Southam, u 

Burton, Jane Sabina, Clarendon-rd, South Kensington. Oct 1. 
Houghton & Wragg, St Helen’s-pl. 

Crepat, Mary, Aston, nr Birm, Licensed Victualler. Sept 1. Mitchell, 

sirm. 


Cooper, John, Murthly-villa, Mortlake, Gent. Sept 29. Head & Pat- 
tison, Martin’s-lane. 

Edmonds, John, Gutter-lane, Trimming Warehonseman. Océ 1. 
Edmonds, Gutter-lane. 

Edwards, Robt Granger, Leominster, Hereford, Printer. Oct 1. 
Lloyd, Leominster. ‘ 

Fulcher, Mary, Clarges-st, Piccadilly, Spinster. Sept 24, Smith , 
Hemus-ter, Chelsea. 

Handley, John, Wakefield, York, Pharmaceatical Chemist. Oct 15. 
Jansen & Banks, Wakefield. . 

Horton, Hy, Bath, Cabinet Maker, Nov !. Gill & Bash, Bath, 

John, Evan, Mount Pleasant, Neath, Glamorgan, Labourer. Sept 10. 


Kempthorne, Neath. . 
Maddox, Chas, Arundel-sq, Esq. Oct 8. Walker & Martinean, 
King’s-rd, Gray’s-inn. 
Shaw, Edwa, Sheffield, Type Founder. Sept 15. Aiidson, Sheffiekt. 
Starling, Wm, Nowport, Isle of Wight, Hatter. Oct 1. Mew, New- 


port. 
Steel, Jeremiah, Openshaw, L t Sept 29. Needham, 
Gill & Bash, Bath, 


Manch. 
Warde, Catherine, Bath. Nov lt. r 1 

Whittifgton, Wm, Tonna, Glamorgan, Rsq. Sept 10. Kempthorne, 
Neath, 


, Gent. 





Tvespvay, Aug. 21, 1865, 
Airey, Hy Cookson, Bath, Esq, Nov lt. Clayton & Sons, Lancaster- 


pl, Strand, bag e : 
Andrews, Mary, Uolborn-hill, Dealer in Faney Goods, Seps 20 
Oct 1. Crosby, Od Jewry. 


Miller & Smith, Wathng-st. 

De la Rue, Thos, Westbourne-ter. Bsq. by 

Edmonds, John, Gutterjiane, Trimming Warehouseman. Oct 1. 
Edmonds, Guttor-lane. _ ; 

Foster, Chas Fineh, Cambridge, Esq, Opt t, Foster & Harris, Cam- 
bridge 

Grogor, Wm, jun, Swansea, Timber Morehant, Sept 2. Browa & 
Davies, Swansea 4 m 

Haworth, John, Bgremont, Chester, Qent. Rept ira 

Heard, John, Leamington, Warwiok, Esq. Nov & 
Nottingham. 

Smith, ‘Thos Bowser, Darlington, Durham, Coal Merchant, Sept t. 
Dunn, Partington, i 

Timing, Wm Raikes, Hildeld, Herts, Esq. Oot 1, Nicholson & 
Horbers, Spring-ardona, " . 

Wolls, Wim, Crown-lane, Twickenham, Gent, Nov 1, Gadsden, 
Bedford-row , 
Deeds vegrstered pursuant to Bankraptey Nel, G1, 

Farvay, Aug. 17, 1866, 

Applogath, ‘Thos Glover, Alton, Hampshire, Coal M a. daby 20. 
t —— Reg Aug 16, 

Raivd, Robs, Birm, Deaper, July 2h Aset, Reg Aug 1. 


Hoard, ‘Phos, Westbourneyrove, Draper, July 19 Asal, Reg 
Avge i, 


4 > 
Rennett, John, South Petherwin, ne Lannecoston, Qorawall, Mining 
Kugineer, July 8. Gomp, Reg Aug i, 
Ronnett, Sami, Reidpart, Dorset, Grocer, duly 28 Comp Reg 
Avge 17, 


Bremner, Lpool. 
Hunt ‘& Son, 
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J Jas Ler ngs Chepstow, Monmouth, Bootmaker. July 24. Asst 
e 
bradford i ated Manch, Hardware Dealer. July 17. Asst. Reg 
pateecwotth: John, & Hy Heape Butterworth, Rochdale, Lancaster, 
Cotton Spinners. July 19. mp. Reg Aug 16. 
ber ae | Jas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. July 26. Comp. Reg 
ug 16. 
a a Bieahinatny nonerpaetys Cotton Manufacturer. July 18. 
sst. 
, London-wall, Stationer. 


1, h 





Reg Aug 14. 
Ci _ Thos frottanton, Stafford, out of business. July 16. Comp. 
cogper a Bennett, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Surveyor. Aug 6. Comp. 
ug 
ms, Jas Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Fruiterer. July 28. Asst. 


ug 16. 

Dale, Joh, aa Barnet, Herts, Commercial Clerk. Aug 2. Comp. 

Downing, e ndwa Wills, & Edwd Josiah Barber Downing, Brown-st, 
Bryanston-sq, Brash Makers. July 19. Comp. Reg Aug 16, 

Emary, Jas, Hastings, Sussex, Wine Merchant, & Frances Emary, 
Spinster. July 24. Asst. Reg Aug. 

Evans, Saml, & Fredk Pryce Evans, Penygloddfa, Lianliwchaiarn 
Montgomery, Flannel Manufacturers. Aug9. Asst. Reg Aug 17. 

om. ny Star-ct, Bread-st, rere gree July 23. Asst. Reg 


creat ” Fredk, Tenison-st, Lambeth, Grocer. Aug 13. Comp. 


ug 16. 
criti, Ja, Knowle, Somerset, Lime Burner. Aug8. Comp. Reg 
ug . 
ay 7 fl Chas, Romford, Essex, Baker. Aug 15, Comp. Reg 
Hall Wm Miller, Nottingham, Tobacconist. Aug 4. Asst. Reg 


15. 
Haytee, phase Huddersfield, York, Brooch Maker, July 18, Asst. 
Reg A 1 
Hill, sami, oo Lancaster, Hardware Dealer. July 20. Asst. 


Reg Aug 
= Jas, Kidderminster, Worcester,Grocer. July 21. Cony. Reg 


ug 15. 
Hamble, J rgnencn Abergavenny, Monmouth, Chemist. July 19. 
Asst. 


Reg Aug 
oe = Cambridge, Corn Merchant. July 21, Asst. Reg 
Keeler, john —, Stretford, Lancaster, Articled Clerk. Aug 13, 
Asst. Reg Aug 17. 
Knight, Alfred, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Hatter. Aug8. Asst. Reg Aug 15. 


Lam, Thos, Hayle, Cornwall, Shoemaker. July 28. Comp. Reg 


Aug 17. 
& Lazarus Lee, Wood-st, Cheapside, Warehousemen. 
July 26. Comp. Reg Aug 17. 
i * ys Oakley-st, Chelsea, Civil Engineer. Aug 9 
Dp. eS net 
, & Danl Macpherson, Manch, Cotton Spinners. 
sels. hast. "Reg Ang 97. . ene 
May, Wm, Penge, Surrey, Traveller. Aug ll, Comp, Reg Aug 16. 
rere ao Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Japanner. July 23.’ Comp. 
g Aug 15. 
Piney Aug 16 Thos Walter, Birm, Metal Manufacturer. July 30. Asst. 
pile, hoe Ht Hunter, ~~ Spence, & Robt — Middleton, Durham, 
builders. ly 23. Asst, 


_— hip! Reg A 
Powys, Robt Ge henie ienkdohail-es. Merchant” July 26, Inspector- 


ship, 
purrs, has — Feeash, Glamorgan, Ship Smith. Aug 4. Asst. Reg 


Quins, Sohn, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Travelling Draper. Aug 9. 
Comp. Reg Aung l6. 
Rawlinson, Jas, Burnley, Lancaster, Currier. Aug 9. Asst. Reg 


sal, Gas est oe Wells-st, Hackney, Grocer. Aug6. Comp. 
smith, Prank, Birstal, York, Yarn Spinner. July 24. Asst. Reg 
—. Ya Waterloo, nr Lpool, Draper. July 20, Asst. Reg 
Speight, Dai, Wakefield, York, Bookkeeper. July 20. Asst. Reg 
= Wm east Newport, Isle of Wight, Architect. Aug 10. 
by - — Comp eg ug Wharf, Paddington, Lime Merchant. 
Th Tyne, Tailor, July 19. Comp. Reg 


at oe 

A 

Tomfoson, Chas John, Clement’s-ct, Milk-st, Cheapside, Comm 
Agent. Ang 14. Comp. Reg Aug 17 

Toone, Hy, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer, Aug il. Asst. Reg 


Foagent, Patrick, & ¥redk Rushton Marrow, Lpool, Merchants. Jul 
Inspectorship. Reg Aug 15. Si 7 
Walmaley, Thos, Rochdale, Lancaster, Conl Dealer. Aug 7. Comp. 


wie, Mh dcew Geo, Old Kent-rd, Gent, July 21. Comp. heg 
Vas. sir. Gastar. ¢ Citefentan ply Coburg-rd, Comm Agent, July 27, 
Winterbottom, Wm mg pe t 
-_ Ror 2 Pleasant, Barnsbury-sq,Gent, July 





Y , 


‘ co Aug, 21, 1666, 
Aaron, Jacob, Birm, Tailor, Aug ié. Comp. Reg Aug 
Abbiat, Seaul, Netherton, Worcester, Draper. July 26 a. hog 





afoot, § ae Brownhills, Stafford, Draper. Aug 2. Asst. 


Aug 18, 
Ambrose, Thos, 1 pool, Baker. Aug!i. Comp. Reg Aug 18. 
by dag irm, Assistant-Inspector of Nuisances. Aug8. Comp, 


Berridge, 

Reg Aug 
ater Bavin, Thanet-pl, Strand, Publisher. July 26. Asst. Reg 
prombea, Geo Fredk, Bristol, Ironmonger. July 21. Asst. Reg 
Brown, “hos, Nottingham, Timber Merchant. July 28. 


Reg 


Conv. Reg 


Bhene Jas, Whatiey, Someriet. Yedeiian. July 25, Comp. Reg Aug2], 
Chambers, Wm, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Sailmaker. July 26. Asst, 


oka, 21. 
a ny Meng — Aberdare, Glamorgan, Druggist. July 23, 

St. z 
es ors, Gdle-end-rd, Leather Merchant. Aug 16. Comp. 


basil thos’ Blaber, High-st, Poplar, Ironmonger. Aug 3. Comp. 
baviss, 4 <a Llandudno, Carnarvon, Tailor. Aug 6. Asst. Reg 
ng 18 
Durrant, “Emma Hannah, Lpool, Milliner, July 27. Asst. Reg 
Aug 20. 


Edwards, Mary Ann, & Eliza Gould Edwards, Brixton-hill, School- 
mistresses. Aug 13. Asst. Reg Aug 20. 
Aug 17. In» 


Evans, Griffith, Newport, Monmouth, S fonfonnder, 
spectorship. Reg Aug 20. 

Fletcher, poms Over, Winsford, Chester, Stonemason, Aug 7. Comp. 

Reg Aug 

= Stephen hy pee York-buildings, Adelphi, Gent. Aug 17, 


Comp. Reg Aug 18 
Foskett, Esau, Allington-st, Pimlico, Bootmaker. July 25. Comp. 


ary, & Wm Garrett, Denmark-ter, Upper Sydenham, 
Aug 2, Comp. Reg “Aug 20, 
Giannacopulo, Demetrius Nicholas, & ‘Stephano Cochilani, Lpool, 
Merchants. July 30. Comp, Reg Aug 20. 
Gidney, a Rawson, Pentonville- ay Coachmaker. Aug 9, Asst. 
Reg Aug 21 
Graham, Wm Richd, Stockton, Durham, Wholesale Grocer. July 23. 
Asst. Reg Aug 20. 
a Geo Jas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Tailor. July 21. 
cnthines Mary, Stone, Stafford, Draper. Aug 2. Comp. Reg Aug 18. 
Hall, Hy John, Mincing-lane, Lime Manufacturer, July 31. Asst. 
Aug 17, Asst. 


Comp. 


g Aug 20. : 
—, Keriah, Gosport, Southampton, Stationer. 
Ri ug 20. 
Harding, Wm, Colville-rd, Bayswater, Clerk. July 28. Comp. Reg 


Aug 

Hart, Emanuel Wolverhampton, Stafford, Clothier. 
Reg 

nirtey, Thos, Hallamaning, Cornwall, Miner. 


Aug 1. Comp. 
Reg 
Reg 


July 30, 


Aug ll. Asst. 


Aug 21. 

nie, * Caleb, Cornhill, Brick Merchant. Aug 17. Comp. 

20. 

Hipkins, David, Westbromwich, Stafford, Iron Master. 
Comp. Reg Aug 21. 

Holland, Wm, sen, & Wm ing jun, Dudley, Worcester, Builders. 
Aug 13. Comp. Reg Aug 

Holt, Thos, Rochdale, Face mo File Cutter. 


Aug 20. 
Tule, Jas, Leeds, Joiner. July 24, Asst. 
James, ve Chas, Burghill, Hereford, Farmer. 
Reg Aug 18 
Keesing, Fredk Isaac, Manch, Cap Manufacturer. 


Aug 9. Comp. Reg 
Reg Aug 20. 
July 23, Comp. 


Aug 9. Asst. 


Reg Aug ¢ 
Kingwill, Robt, Plymouth, Devon, Shipowner. July 20, Asst. Reg 
17. 


Aug 

Manley, 4 Rossett Mill, nr Wrexham, Denbigh, Miller.. Aug 3, 
Comp. keg Aug 20. 

Mellers, Johu, ae peemgeinns Nottingham, Grocer. Aug 14. 
Comp. Reg Aug 

as Ay | 4 ‘Adolphs, High-st, Deptford, Draper. July 21. Asst. 

g Aug | 

8) 2, Wm, Burlington-mews, Paddington, Farrier. July 24. 
Comp. Reg Aug 18, 

Powell Wm, Hereford, Grocer. Aug 2. Asst. Reg Ang 

Quinn, Hy, & Albert Arthur Quinn, Hertford, i 
15, Comp. . Keg Aug 20, 

Rairey, bey 'Newenstlo-upon-Tyne, Beerhouse Keeper, July 21. Asst. 


Reg Aug 18 
Robinson, John, Todmorden, Lancaster, Grocer. July 23. 
20, 


Aug 


Asst, 


Reg Aug 
Scott, ap Felling Shore, Durham, Chemist, Aug 2. Asst. Reg 
A 


ug } 
Simpson Th Thos Grocott, Longton, Stafford, Grocer. July 24, Asst. 
Aug | 
smalt, Thos. Goole, York, Commercial Clerk. Aug 16, 
Aug 18, 
Smith, Jas, Landport, Hants, Grocer. July 30, Asst, 
Snead, John Best, Chepstow, Monmouth, Banker, 
Reg Aug 20. 
Stoabben, John, Bedford-ter, Kensington, Toa Dealer, 


Reg Aug 20, 
Stokes, Chas, Leigh, Worcester, Saddler. Aug 10, Asst. 


Comp. Reg 


Rog Aug 20. 
July 24. Asst. 


Aug 6, Comp. 
Reg 


Aug 
bugger, Josaph Grogory, Manch, Cigar Merchant. Jnly 27. Asst. 
gw Au 
hoon, John, Tosanay, Devon, Lronmonger. Aug 8, 
ship. Reg A 
Tol “apes » Thos Belton, New London-st, African Merchant, July 23, 
winapectorship. Neg Aug 17. 
Octavius i peng New Brompton, Kent, Barge Owner. 
em 2, Comp. Aug 
Ware, Jaa, ir, ford iat Lining Manufacturer, July 26, Asst. 
Keg Aug 16. 


Inapector- 
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Wells, Jas, bo tig St John’s-wood, Jeweller’s Assistant. Aug 9% 
Comp. ug ii, 

Whitley, we Bradford, York, Worsted Spinner. July 25. Asst. 
Reg Aug 16. ‘ 

Wood, Chas, sen, & Chas Wood, jun, Plymouth, Devon, Auctioneers, 
Aug8, Asst. Reg Aug 20. 


Bankruyts. 
Farpay, Aug. )7, 1866. 
To Surrender in London. 
igail, Joseph, Back-lane, Chiswick, Bricklayer. Pet Aug 14. Au; 

are stt. Marshall, Linooln’s-inn-fields. ” . 

Allen, Hy, Werrington-st, Oakley-sq,Cab Driver. Pet Aug 14. Aug 
29 . Chalk, Moorgate-st. 

Atkins, Wm, Jeffrey-st, Camden-town, Schoolmaster. Pet Aug 15, 

ug 29 at 12, m, Chancery-lane. 

Brown, Mary Ann, Winchester, Southampton, Widow. Pet Aug 14. 
Aug 29 at 1. Lewis & Co, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

Burch, Hy, Railway Arches, Deptford, Stonemason. Pet Aug 13. 
Aug 29 at!2. Reep, Bishopsgate-st. 

Burrell, Jas, Cock Hotel, Sutton, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 15. Aug 31 at 
1, Stocken & Jupp, Leadenhall-st. 

Caldwell, Paulus Gerald, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 14 (for 
pau), Aug 29at1. Moss, Moorgate-st. 

Hy, Southminster, Journeyman Watchmaker. Pet Aug 14. 
Aug 29 at 1. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Cooper, Wm, Brook-st, Hampstead-rd, Cab Driver. Pet Augl4. Aug 
3lat12. Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Coupe, Wm. South Shoebury, Essex, Chemist. Pet Aug 13. Aug 29 
at ll. Lewis & Sons, Carey-st. 

Davis, Robt, Regent-st, Dressing Case Maker. Pet Aug 13, Aug 29 
at il. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Deval, Harry, Brighton, Professor of Music, Pet Aug 15. Aug 31 at 
1. Marshall, Linceln’s-inn-fields, 

Evans, Edwd, Huntingdon-st, Hoxton, Cowkeeper. Pet Aug 15, Aug 
3iatl. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington, 

Fox, Geo Clarke, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 11 (for pau). 
Aug 29 at 11. Stubbs, Moorgate-st. 

Faller, Hugh Sandeman, Clifton-crescent, Peckham, Auctioneer, Pet 
Aug 13, Aug 29at12. Peek & Downing, Basinghall-st. . 

Hatfield, Robt, Pavement, Gapham. House Decorator, Pet Aug 11. 
Aug 3! at ll. Farnfield, Serle-st, Lincoln’s-inn, 

Kiddle, Wm. Fras, Hope-cottage, Brixton-rd, no occupation, 
Aug 13. Aug 29at12. Fallows, Cariton-chambers, Kegent-st, 

Martyn, Septimus Fredk, Old Fish-st, Warehouseman. Pet Aug 7. 
Sept4atl. Steinberg, Watling-st. 

Matta, Isidor, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Aug 14 (for pau). Aug 
2%atl. Goatley, Bow-st. 

Ore, Chas, Star-st, Paddington, out of employ. Pet Aug 15.. Aug 
3latl. Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Pooley, John, Earl-rd, Old Kent-rd, Contractor. Pet Aug15. Aug 
3latl. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

Richards, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 11 (for pau). 
Aug 29 at 12. Head, Martin's-lane, Cannon-st, 

Scott, Fredk, Mary’s-ter, Twickenham, Carpenter. PetAugl4. Aug 
29 atl. Jay, High-st, Marylebone. 

it, Mary Ann, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 11 (for 
pau). Aug 29at ll. Stubbs, Moorgate-st. 

Walden, Mark, New Fletton, nr Peterborough, Huntingdon, Baker. 
angie Aug 29 at 11. Wright & Bonner, London-st, Fen- 
church-st, 

Woodard, Isaac, Bath-st, Old-st-rd, Cabinet Maker. Pet Aug 8. Sept 
4atl. Roscoe & Hincks, King-st, Finsbury. 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Allsop, Hy, Sparkbrook, Worcester, Porter. Pet July 4. Birm, Aug 
30 at 10. Parry, Birm. 

Anderton, John, Jas Berry Anderton, & John Le Couteur, Runcorn, 
Chester, Shipbuilders. Pet Aug tl, Manch, Sept 3at 12, Marsh 
& tt, Warrington. 

Anderton, Fras, Northampton, General Dealer. Pet Aug Il. Nar- 
thampton, Sept 1 at 10. White, Northampton. 

Aukland, Wm, Rotherham, York, Mason. Pet Aug 11. Rotherham, 
Sept3 at 12, Binney & Son, Sheffield, 

Baker, Wm, Tiverton, Devon, General Merchant. Pet July 31. Exe~ 
ter, Aug 27 at 2. Fioud, Exeter. 

Batters, Richd, Middlesborough, York, Watchmaker. Pet Aug 15. 

ds, Aug 30 at 11. Dobson, Middlesborough. 

Bennett, Jas Thos, Manch, Provision Merchant. Pet July 23. Manch, 
Aug 81 at li. Marsland & Addleshaw, Manch, 

Bentley, John, Hardtield, nr Heywood, Lancaster, Cotton Mill Carder, 
Pet Aug 15. Bury, Aug 80 at 10. Anderton, Bury. 

Boardman, Peter, Lpool, Tailor. Pet Aug 14, Lpool, Aug 28 at 3, 
Nordon, Lpool. 

ge wn, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick. Adj Aug 11. Birm, Aug 
29 ab 12, 

Brentnall, Wm, Nottingham, Pork Butcher. Adj Aug lM, Notting: 
ham, Aug 28 at 11, 

_~ yr Stafford, Earthenware Dealer. Adj Aug 9. Stafford. 

pt l at 10, 

Srown, Patrick Fras, Lpool, Millwright. Pot Aug 14. Lpool, Aug 29 
at 8, Nordon, Lpool. 

Butterwood, Wm, Wakenold, York, Coach Buildor. Pet Aug 10. Wake- 
field, Aug 30 at 11, Barratt, Wakefield, 

Chevalier, Wm Alfred, Dartmouth, Devon, Sehoolmaster, Pet Aug 

_ 3. Totnes, Aug 27 at 12, Kellock, ‘Totnes, 

Clark, Emanuel Matthew, jun, Reading, Berks, Coal Merchant, Pet 
Sept 8. Reading, Sept 8 at tl. Pain, Reading, 

Cowley, Hy Chas, Wolverhampton, Moulder, Pot July 26. Wolver- 
hampton, Aug 80 at 12. Bartlett, Wolverhampton, 

Davies, Robt, Liansantffraid Glan, Conway, Denbigh, Liconsed Vie- 
tualler, Pet Aug 9 Conway, Aug 27 at 12, Williams, 
Liandudno, 

Dodd, Wm Thos Orme, Wolverhampton, Butcher. Pet July 26, Wol- 

_verhampton, Aug 30 at 12, Stratton, Wolverhampton, 

Edmunds, Ann, alywain, Monmouth, Widow, Pet Aug 13, Ponty- 
pool, Sopt 3.at 12, Lloyd, Pontypool. 


Pet 





Ellison. Theodore, Abergele, Denbigh, Grocer. Pet Aug 14. St. Asaph, 
Aug 27 at 11. Roberts, St Asaph. fi 

Gunn, Wm Cameron Mouat, Maindee, nr Newport, Monmouth, Ship- 
prokesie Clerk. Pet Aug 4. .,Newport; Aug 21 at ll. Graham, 
Newport. 

Hainsworth, Benj, Leeds, out of business. Pet Aug.5. » Leeds, Aug 
30 at 12. Clarke, Leeds. 

Hamilton, Jas, Manch, Saddler. Pes Aug i3.. Manch, Aug 31 at. 11, 
Atkinson & Co, Manch, P 
rdacre, Chas, Bolton, Lancaster, Provision Dealer,. Pet Aug 8, 
Manch, Aug 28 at 12. Smith & Boyer, Manch, 

Hardy, Jas, sen, Hyde, Chester, Hat, Manufacturer.. Pei Ang 45. 
Hyde, Aug 29at 12. Drinkwater, Hyde. 

Hawkesford, Chas, Aston, nr Birm, Gun Barrel Maker. . Pet Aug 14. 
Birm, Aug 29 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Haynes, John, Newport Pagnell; i m, Builder. Pet Aug 15. 
Newport Pagnell, Aug 29 at 4. Conquest, Bedford. 

Henty, Wm. Fras, Hailsham, Sussex, Agricultural Machiniss. Pet 
Aug 10. Lewes, Aug 24at 10. Matthews, Eastbourne. 

Hobday, Jas Burgess, Wolverhampton, Wire’ Worker. Pet Jaly 30, 
Wolverhampton, Aug 30 at 12. Stratton, Wolverhampton. 

Hurd, Thos, Hulme, Lancaster, out of business. ‘Pet Atg 13. Salford, 
Sept 1 at 9.30. Law, Manch. } 
ly, Fredk, Old ‘Trafford; mr Manch, Comm Agent. ' Peé Ang 13: 
Salford, Sept 1 at 9.30. Eltoft, Maneh, . 

Matthews, Jas, Bristol, Saddler, Pet Aug ll, Bristol, Aug 31 as 12. 


Alman. 
Mills, Allen, Leeds, Bricklayer. Pet Aug 10. Leeds, Aug 30 at 12. 


Harle, Leeds. 4 . 
Mitchell, Saml, jun, Camborne, Cofmwall, Miner. Adj Aug 13., Bod- 
min, Aug 27 at 10. Wallis, Bodmin. 
Moss, Morris, Manch, Fruiterer, Pet Aug 13. Manch, Sept 25 at 9.36 
Lomas, Manch. ; 
Munlon, Wm, Stamford, Lincoln, Blacksmith. Pet Aug 43. Stamford, 
Aug 27 at 11. Law, Stamford. ‘ 
Nayler, Robt, Hastings, Sussex,.Photographie Artist. Pet Aug 13. 
Hastings, Sept 7 at Il. Shorter, Hastings. 
Nicholson, Atkin, Thorne, York, Tailor. Pet Aug 13. Leeds, Sept 1 
at 12. ‘Taylor, Sheffield. ' 
Organ, Edwin, Watchet, Somerset, Journeyman Miller. . Pet Aug J- 
Williton, Aug 28 at 11. Trevor, Bridgwater. 

Ormond, Chas, Stamford, Lincoln, Horse Dealer. Pet Aug: 13. Stam-. 
ford, Aug 27 at ll. Law, Stamford. ‘ 

Pearson, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham. Adj Aug 14. Notting- 
ham, Aug 28 at I. ’ . 

Pepler, Joshua Stephen, Bristol, Corn Dealer. Pet Aug 8, Bristol, Aug 
29atl!. Henderson, Bristol. 

Perry, Benj, Wednesbury, Stafford, Brass Founder. Pet Aug 153. 
Birm, Aug 29 at 12. Bayley, Wednesbury. 

Pike, Geo, Lpool, Bookkeeper... Pet, Aug.13. Lpool, Aug 27 at 3. 
Sherratt, Wrexham. 

Richardson, Wm Hy, Bognor, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Pet Aug 
8. Chichester, Aug 2? at 11, Powell, jun, Chichester... 

Scholes, John, New Wortley, nr Leeds, Wood Turner. Pet Aug 15, 
Leeds, Aug 30 at 12, Harle, Leeds, 

Scott, Walter, Walsall, Stafford, Boot Dealer. Pet Aug’ }5. ‘Birm, 


Aug 29 at 12. Wilkinson, jun, Walsall. ; 
Si a ter, Baker. Pet Aug 14. Glontester, “Anz 





» Geo, Gh ; r. 

29 at 12. Cooke, Gloucester. 

Staples, Geo, Hugglescote, Leicester, Farmer. Pet Aug 16. Birm, 
Sept 5 at 12. Deane, Loughborough. 

Stickells, David, Brompton, Kent, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Ang 44, 
Gravesend, Aug 31 at 11. . Outred, Gravesend. 

Stirk, John, sen, Birm, Journeyman Jeweller, Pet July 31.' Birm, 
Aug 30. at 10, Parry, Birm. 

Swift, Jas, Nottingham, Bootmaker.’ Pet Aug 15. Newark, Aug 29 
at 12, Ashley, Newark-upon-Trent. 

Taylor, Charlotte, Lincoln, Beer Retailer. Pet Aug 15.’ Lincolm, Aug 
30-at 11. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Thomas, Wm, Taff's Well, Glamorgan, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Aug 
13.. Pontypridd, Aug 30 at 11, . Thomas, Pont 4 

Trehern, ‘Joseph, Malvern Link, Worcester, Builder, Pet’ Aug 14. 
Birm, Aug 29 at 12, Smith, Birm, 

Volans, Wm, York, Draper’s Assistant. Pet Aug ll. York, Aug 30 
at it, Grayston, jun, York. 

Walker, John Lee, Wolverhampton, Flour Dealer. Pet July 97, \Wol 
verhampton, Aug 30 at 12, Cresswell, Wolverhampton, 

Walker, Giro, lrancee, nr Leeds, Farmer. Pet Aug 13. Leeds, Aug 
30 arle. 


2. , Leeds, 
Wells, Hy, Sheftield, Steel Roller Manufacturer. Pet Aug13, Leeda, 


Sept tatl2. Binney & Son, > 

Wellsted, Jas, Tredwoith, Gloucester, Baker. Pet Aug 13. Gloucester, 
Aug 29 at 12. Cooke, Gloucester. 

White, Thos, Bocking, Essex, Decorator, Pet Aug !% Braintree, 
Aug 27 at 10. Craig, Braintree. 

Whitehouse, Geo Wm, Aston, Warwick, eee ae Eleetropiater. 
Pet July 13. Warwick, Aug 30at20. Parry, Birm. 

Whitgrove, John Turner, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Baker. Pet Aug 
4. Wolverhampton, Aug 30. at 12. Stratten, Wolverhampton. 

Willitts. Keaiah, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 13. Gloucester, 
Aug 29 at-ln Cooke, Gloucester, ; 

Yeo, John Palmor,*Hlogan, Cornwall, Horse Trainer. Pet Aug ik 
Redruth, Sept 5at ll. Wallis, in. 

Turapay, Aug, 21, 1866. 
To Surrender in London, 

Bacon, Fredk, Ebury-st, Pimlico, Gastitter, Pet Aug 1G). Sept 5 at 
ll. Halse & Co, Cheapside, 

Barroll, Peter, Alfved-pl, Spa-rd, Bermondsey, Chandler, Pet Aug HM. 
Aug St atl, Drake, Basinghall-et. 

Barrow, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield, Adj Aug 16, Septd as 


12. Aldridge. 
Bassano, Alex, Regent-st, Photog 0. Artist, Pet Aug 8. Ang 
Blatt. Roscoe & Hincks, K Pimsbary. 
Boyee, Jas Seott, Three ‘Tunes New ate-st, Meat Salesman. 
ob Aug 18, Sept Sas 1. Fiunalie & 00, Leadon 
Capel, Wm Jas, & Hy Capel, Broad-st, Lambeth, General Smiths, 
ob Aug 16, Sept Sat 1), Spicer, Staple-inn, 
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Chinnock, Robt Wm, Worthing, Sussex, Builder. Pet Aug 18. Sept 
5atl. Bickley, Bouverie-st. 


Chitty, Jonas, Frederick-pl, Mile-end-rd, Railway Porter. Pet Aug: 


17. Sept 5at12. Shapland, Copthall-buildings. 

Crack, Wm, Broadway, London-fields, Pork Butcher. 
Sept 5at 11. Godfrey, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. i 

Davis, Wm Lovell, Hastings, Sussex, Corn Merchant. Pet Aug 17. 
Sept 5 at 1. Sweeting & Lydall, Southampton-buildings. 

Dewing, Wm Edwd, Wm Edwd Dewing, jun, & Henry Horton, Old 
Montague-st, Whitechapel, Oil Refiners. Pet Augi7. Sept4ati. 
Chidley, Old Je ° : 

Dicks, Wm, Floore, Yorthampion, Smith. Pet‘Aug 14. Aug 31 at 12. 
Roche, Daventry. 

Fountain, Geo Lloyd, Sudbury, Cattle Dealer, Pet Aug 14. Aug 3l 
at 12, Philp, Bucklersbury. 

Gibson, Thos, Fenchurch-st, Merchant. Pet Aug 17. Sept 5 at 12. 
Price, Fenchurch-buildings. 

Halton, Geo Fras, Luton, Bedford, Architect. Pet Aug 16, Sept 
5 at 12. Sismey, Serjeant’s-inn, Fleet-st. 

Jessell,.Edwd, Cheapside, General Warehouseman. Pet Aug 9, 
Sept 5atl. Tatham, Old Broad-st. 

Jutting, Ze iah, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 16 (for pau), 
Sept 5at 11. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Knight, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Aug 14. Aug 31 at 12. 
Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Lonsdale, Wm, Kempsford-rd, Kennington-lane, Warchouseman. Pet 
Aug 16. Sept4at12. Goldrick, Strand. 

Lunn, Jas Geo, Nelson-ter, Bermondsey, Manufacturer. Pet Aug 17. 
Sept 5at11. Goldrick, Strand. 

MoGregor, Mary Ann, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 15 (for pau). 
Sept 4at1. Lewis, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Miller, Dan], Murray-st, Hoxton, Leghorn Presser. Pet Aug 16, Sept 
4at12. Steadman, Basinghall-st. 

Petley, John, Dover, Greengrocer, Pet Ang 17. Sept 5 atll. Dun- 
can & Murton, Southampton-st, Bloomsbury. 

Prior, John, St John’s-rd, Hoxton, Upholsterer. Pet Aug 17. Sept 5 
at 12. Angell, Guildhall-yd. 

Rodway, Frede Hy, Berwick-st, Soho, out of business, Pet Aug 15, 
Aug 3lat1. Padmore, Westminster-bridge-rd. 

Rutland, Wm, Edward-st, St John’s-wood. out of business. Pet Aug 
14. Aug 3lativz. Parkes, Beaufort-buildings, Strand. 

Staples, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 14 (for pan). 
Sept 4at1. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Taylor, John Jasper, The Pavement, Clapham, Upholsterer. Pet Aug 
3. SeptSat1l. Farnfield, Serle-st, Lincoln’s-inn. _ 

Thame, Wm Jesse, Prisoner for Debt, Aylesbury. Adj Aug 15. Sept 
4at12. Aldridge. 

Williams, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 17 (for pan), 
Sept 5atl¥, Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Bary, Chas Wm Rudolph de, Bisley, Gloucester, Silk Throwster, Pet 
Aug 15, Bristol, Aug 31 at 11. Lloyd, Wood-st. 

Bishop, Asenath, Yeovil, Somerset, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 16, 
Sept 3at 12. Watts, Yeovil. 

Crabtree, Alex Wm, Manch, Commercial Traveller, Pet Aug 15. 
Salford, Sept 1 at 9.30. Jones, Manch. 

Dobing, John Bowes, Durham, Machine Maker. Pet Aug 16. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, Sept 4 at 11.30. Watson, Durham. . 

East, Baker, Lincoln. Journeyman Carpenter. Pot Aug 16. Lincoln, 
Aug 30 at 11. Brown & Son, Lincoln, 

Eastman, Richd Michell, or Shipbroker, Pet Aug 16. Lpool, 
Sept 3 at 11. Anderson & Collins, Lpool. 

Esau, David, Aberystrath, Monmouth, Collier. Pet Aug 17. Trede- 
gar, Sept 11 at 12, Graham, Newport. d 

Espley, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford, Pet Aug 17. Birm, Sept 
5at12. Greatrex, Stafford. 

Evans, Evan, & Owen Evans, Bangor, Carnarvon, Wine Dealers. Pet 
Aug 17. Lpool, Seps 11 at 12, Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Furze, Geo, Plymouth, Devon, out of business. Pet Aug 18. East 
Stonehouse, Aug 3! at 31. Bridgman, jun, Tavistock, 

Hall, Jabez, Willenhall, Stafford, Rim Lock Maker, Pet Aug 17, 
Birm, Aug 30 at 12, Cresswell, Wolverhampton. 

Hammond, Emma, and Alfred Hammond, Gosport, Southampton, 
Bootmakers. Pet Aug 14. Portsmouth, Aug 28 at 11. Field, 
Gosport. 

Siemens Geo, Sheffield, Knife Manufacturer. Pet Aug 18. Leeds, 
Sept lat 12, Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Hewitt, Tom, Gringley-on-the-Hill, Nottingham, Wheelwright. Pet 
Aug 16. East Retford, Sept 1 at 10, Denman, East Retford. 

Higgins, Jas, Huddersfield, Gentleman’s Servant. Pet Aug 13, 
Huddersfield, Sept 27at 10. Freeman, Huddersfield. 

Hooke, Fras Wood, Sidmouth, Devon, Miller, Pet Aug 14, Exeter, 
Sept 3 at 12.30. Floud, Exeter. 

Hobkirk, Thos, South Shields, Durham, Shipwright. Pet Aug 17. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Sept 4 at 11.30, Watson, Newcastle-upon- 


e. 

Hughes, John, sen, Brinklow, Labourer. Pet Aug 16. Rugby, Sept 4 
at 11. Smallbone, ego P 

Johnson, Wm Collinson, Chas Kinder Liversidge, Lpool, Comm 
Agents. Pet Aug 17. Lpool, Sept llat1l. Duke & Goffey, Lpool. 

Johnston, Thos, Longwathby, Cumberland, Labourer. Pet Aug 14, 
Penrith, Aug 29 at 10. Arnison, Penrith. 

Lewis, Wm, Brecon, Builder, Pet Aug 16. Bristol, Aug 31 at 11. 
Simons & Morris, Swansea. 

Martin, Thos, Lpool, Wine Merchant. Pet Aug 16, Lpool, Sept 4 at 
11. Morris, Lpool. 

eo > ors aa Prisoner for Debt, Cardiff. Adj Aug 14. Bristol, 

ug 31 at 11. 

Mather, Thos, Park-side, nr Newton-le-Willows, Lancaster, Farm 

Labourer. Pet Aug 13. Warrington, Sept 20 at 11. Andrew, 


Pet Aug 17, 


Yeovil, 


Mellor, Wn, Shelley, York, Farmer. Pet Aug 15. Huddersfield, 
Sept 27at 10. Dransfield, Huddersfield. 
Mitchell, Utley, Bradford, Overlooker. Pet Aug 13. Bradford, Aug 


31 at 9.45. mn, Bradford, 
Nayler, John, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Aug 14. Leeds, Sept 6 





Oliver, Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Journeyman Stonebuilder, Pes 
Aug 17, "Newcastle, Sept | at’ 10, Bousfield, Newo 2 


'yne. 
Overton, Wm, Stratford-upon-Avon. Warwick, Builder’s Fo ‘ 
Pet Aug 18. Birm, Sept 5 at 12. Warden, Stratford-on-Avon, 
rn ip Norris, Prisoner for Debt, Devon, Adj Aug 14. Exetey 
pt 3 at 12. 
Rawes, Richd, Tewitfield, Lancaster, Coal Dealer. Pet Aug 14, 
caster, Sept 7 at 12. Fearenside, Burton. 
Rutter, Geo Robt, and Hy Bayley, Lpool, Grocers. Pet Aug 3. Lp 
Sept 4at 11. Evans & Co, Lpool. s 
Scott, Isaac, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Aug 15. Lpool, 


ll at il, 
Shaw, Wm, Oldham, Lancaster, Tailor. Pet Aug 16. Oldham, § 
at 12. Ascroft, Oldham. 
Shepherd, Saml Unwin, Calverton, Nottingham, Schoolmaster, 
Aug 17. Nottingham, Oct 10at 11. Smith, Nottingham, 
Teverson, Thos, Gt Wilbraham, Cambridge, no occupation. 
Aug 15. Cambridge, Sept 15 at 1, Jerrold, Cambridge, 
Turley, Thos, jun, Coseley, Stafford, Maltster. Pet June 20. Du 
Aug 27 at 11. Stokes, Dudley,~ —-- ---. ra 
Venus, Geo, Sunderland, Durham, Grocer. Adj Aug 9. Newoastlg 
upon-Tyne, Sept 4 at 12. Hoyle, Newoastle-upon- 5 
Wallador, John, ‘Wellington. Salop, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 17, 
lington, Aug 31 at 10. Walker, Wellington. : 4 
Williams, Jonathan Green, Worcester, ‘Tobacconist. Pet Aug i 
Worcester, Sept 5at 11. Wilson, Worcester, pa 
Wootton, Joshua, Derby, Bootmaker. Pet Aug 18. Derby, Aug 3h 
12, Haywood, Derby. 4 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Aug. 17, 1866, 4 
Booth, Lionel, Regent-st, Bookseller. Aug 14, ~* a 
Childs, Richd Palmer, Park-rd, Clapham, Upholsterer. Aug 16, 
ey = a Chas, Castle-st East, Oxford-market, General Ag 
ug 1%, 








LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a cos 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear eé 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern, Thread, Ki 
£ad £58, £38. a, 
10 Oandl 18 8 
0 Oand! 10 
10.Qand 1 18 


Table Forks, perdoz...... 1 
Dessert ditto ..cececcceee 1 
Table Spoons ...cseceeeee 1 
Dessert ditto .o....e00546 1 0 Oandl 10 
Tea Spoons ..seesee.eeeee O12 Oandod 18 

Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon 
‘warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 

RICHARD .& JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON. 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, $s. 6d,, with standards; sup 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s, P 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 188. setof six. Table Knives 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. ea-tray’ 
6s, 6d, set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 58, 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d, 4 set of Kitchen Utene 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been cclevrated for 50 ‘ 
lIyory Table Knives, 14s,, 16s,, and 18s. per dozen, -White Bone 
and vere See 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 40s. All 
ranted, ; 
As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pure’ 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350drawings, 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmony 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in pla 
figures at the same.low prices for which their establishment has beem 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage fi 


per rail, ‘ : 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


HE COMPANIES ACT, 1862.—Every requisite” 
under the above Act supplied on the shortest notice. 
BOOKS AND FORMS kept ‘in stock for immediate use. ARTIC. 
OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed in the proper form for regi 
tion and distribution, SHARE CERTIFICATES engraved and p 3 
OFFICIAL SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches, © 


ASH & FLINT, 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, 
street, London, E.C, (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 





" 











RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. i 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro-’ 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 
P Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the follo 
form :—~ 
io PxorosaL For Loan on MortGaaes, 
ALE... 00 
Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 
Amount required £ 
Time and mode of repayment (i. ¢., whether for a term cervatn, or 
annual or other payments) 
Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr 6 
ings, stute the net annual income) ¥ 
State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to bo effected with tho 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 3 
By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary 








